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Abstract  
Social contract and the inherent concepts of rights and duties are partly dynamic concepts. 
These dynamic parts can thus be contested and put up for debate. This was what happened 
when Lazy Robert publically uttered that he was unwilling to take up just any work albeit being a 
cash beneficiary. 
This project investigates the Danish discourse on these concepts and the following contestation 
of these by Robert. 
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1.0 Introduction 
“We talk about the society system, which we have created - a system, where it is for many 
people not beneficial to work. In a societal economic view it is completely wrong, but it is also 
morally wrong: It is not just that people who get up early in the morning to work a tough and low 
paying job do not have more money between their hands than people who do nothing…1”. -
Anders Samuelsen party chairman of Liberal Alliance (liberal alliance website). 
 
10th of September 2012 a program putting Danish values up for debate were showed on Danish 
National TV station, DR2. The first episode is depicting Robert Nielsen, a cash beneficiary2 
through 11 years, who refuses to take a job of degrading standards e.g. to take a job at 
McDonald’s as a toilet cleaner. He has been so since 2001 with various short term 
employments. 
 
After the program aired he was subject to an extensive media attention and a subsequent 
debate on unemployed. 
 
Looking at unemployment statistics however, it shows that Robert cannot be ascribed as 
representative for the unemployed in general. In a macroeconomic perspective the people on 
cash benefits constitute less than 1 percent of the total workforce and in that perspective 
whether or not Robert took a job would not make much difference. Statistics show that only 
around 6 percent of the people receiving cash benefits do not want to take a job (DST website). 
Furthermore one can argue that the amount of people on cash benefits is a small group in the 
bigger macroeconomic perspective. In 2011 they made up 18.704(Ibid) of a total workforce of 
around 3.6 million. They simply do not matter for the macroeconomic picture. 
 
Despite Robert not being a representative figure, both the media and the politicians immediately 
engaged in the case and the debate. The media attention thus gained momentum and the 
debate eventually reached the parliament, and was even mentioned by the prime minister in her 
opening speech to the parliament. As already indicated in the above paragraph the 
macroeconomic importance of Robert is insignificant and this makes it interesting to investigate 
                                               
1
 Henceforth all quotes are translated through free translation with emphasis on the meaning of the word. 
2
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why and how Robert reached the highest level of political and media attention, despite his 
actual impact on society. 
 
Furthermore within only 16 days the case of Robert was the center of a hearing in the 
Occupation Committee3 where the Minister of Occupation4 was questioned about what action 
would be taken to prevent that people live on cash benefits without wanting to contribute to 
society (DR website).   
 
Further evidence to back Robert’s actual insignificance can be found in the unemployment 
statistics in Denmark, which in the wake of the economic crisis are relatively high. Both in 2010 
and 2011 the unemployment rate was at 6.7%(Ibid) of the total workforce, so even if Robert 
denied a job offer, there would presumably still be others willing for the job. 
 
All of this provides arguments why the case of Robert, and the following reception and reaction 
by the politicians, are interesting to investigate, because he does not pose a significant problem 
but however still receives so much attention. 
 
1.1 Problem Area  
“Give up the interest in Robert, and let us instead focus on how we in the future create 
initiatives, which secure that Denmark is a country with the right of safety - the right to work”. 
Says Peter Engsted, member of the board in Enhedslisten (enhedslisten website). 
 
In the case of Robert there are different values at play. Clearly the media, politicians and the 
public finds him interesting because he touches something of real significance. 
 
Robert as a legal citizen holds all the official rights as a citizen in Denmark. When he then states 
that he is not willing to take up any job, despite being on welfare benefits through the most of 
the last 10 years (DR website), it can be argued that he is then unwilling to fulfill his part of an 
unwritten social contract between himself as a citizen and the state, even though there is no 
legislature demarcating exactly what the social contract entails, or what the alternative is. The 
                                               
3
 Beskæftigelsesudvalget 
4
 Beskæftigelsminister Mette Frederiksen 
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Danish constitution addresses this area rather vaguely, with what is not a strict law but rather a 
declaration of intent. 
 
Thus Robert does not uphold his role as a proper citizen nor does he comply with the social 
contract. We understand these two concepts as inevitably interlinked. By adhering to a social 
contract you are effectively a citizen. This relationship is hard to distinguish and consequently 
the concepts are hard to define. Building on this assumption of interconnectivity we assume that 
it indicates that there are other decisive factors determining and demarcating the social contract 
and citizenship in practice. Judicially the definition of the social contract is thus left to 
interpretation by cultural understanding, and which values the public at large understands 
citizenship to be. 
 
We thus assume in this project that citizenship and the social contract is determined by various 
different factors, such as the constitution and the populations own cultural perception of what it 
constitutes and we understand the cultural perception as the outcome between competing 
discourses. Supporting our assumption is Fairclough’s view of discourses, where the most 
dominant discourse has a consented effect on competing discourses (Wetherell et al, 2001; 
232). 
 
We define discourse as a representation of social life, these representation are made by 
language whether it is by sign, picture or text, which form a structure of articulation that holds 
meaning. 
 
Citizenship in its essence is concerned with the relation between the individual and the state. It 
concerns what rights the individual holds and which obligations he has. Citizenship is thus not a 
singular or stable form, but an unstable set of processes and practices not solely concentrated 
in the legal framework of the state. These processes involve many levels and sites within which 
the individual is conducted to conduct itself. 
 
In Denmark much discussion has revolved around the obligation to work. There are a particular 
set of issues that makes the case interesting: Robert is unemployed and demands a 
‘reasonable job with a reasonable pay’; the discussion has received an immense amount of 
media interest; the government and parties from the whole political spectrum have raised their 
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opinions with much debate. The quantity of coverage thus again suggests that this issue is of 
great significance. 
 
Allowing the discourse to spread the media and the politicians are among, if not the, primary 
agenda setters in society. The media have become the channel through which the politicians 
bring their messages to the people, making them able to reach a vast audience. Television, free 
newspapers, the internet and other easy accessible platforms gives the politicians almost 
unlimited access to the people. This makes the politicians influential as politics and politicians 
are present all the time penetrating almost all aspects of life. 
 
When the media is positioned as such an important mediator, the main platform for the 
politicians, it is an interesting aspect whether or not the media themselves can constitute 4th 
state power. We thus assume that the media have the role as an agenda setter in society. We 
are not interested in investigating who has the power to showcase Robert on a large scale. 
However we are interested in how he has become the focal point for a discussion about welfare 
benefits and social contract in general. We are interested in investigating the political discourse 
on Robert and thus we arrive at the following problem definition: 
 
1.2 Problem Formulation 
What does the political discourse regarding the case of Robert tell us about the concept of 
social contract and how do the media influence this discourse? 
1.3 Working questions 
1 What constitutes social contract and citizenship and how is it formed? 
2 How do the politicians respond to Robert´s attitude towards employment and the values 
implied in social contract and citizenship? 
3 Can the political discourse on Robert tell us anything besides the political utterings 
themselves and are there any underlying patterns which can enlighten us? 
4 How can the extensive attention of the case of Robert be explained despite his 
insignificant representation? 
 
 
Janus H. í Funningsstovu, Kalle Kuhlmann, Michele Ben Ahmed and Rune Kieran Ching 
3rd Semester Project, Roskilde University, Autumn 2012 
 
10 
2.0 Theoretical & Conceptual Framework 
In this chapter we seek to lay out our theoretical framework together with our conceptual 
understandings. We start with the overall philosophical positions and consideration in the 
section of Philosophy of Social Science, where we will review both our ontology and 
epistemology, together with how this is relevant for this specific project.  
We then proceed to the theory section where we introduce the theories chosen to form the 
framework for our investigation of this political discourse, starting with Norman Fairclough’s 
critical discourse analysis, then proceeding to agenda setting theory of the media and finally our 
sociological theory of Pierre Bourdieu, his symbolic violence and his notion of field.   
After the theory section we continue to our conceptual understandings outlining how we 
understand the concept of Citizenship, Social Contract, the Scandinavian welfare state, Rights 
& Duties and Notion of Power. 
2.1 Philosophy of Social Science  
We want to investigate the framing of the case of Robert and unemployed in general by both 
media and politicians, and how this can influence the outcome especially with focus on the 
social contract and citizenship. We have chosen to work from a critical realist perspective in our 
ontology, as this view places us in between the realist approach and the constructionist 
approach, and it is in line with our choice of our main theoretician Norman Fairclough. 
 
Critical realism seems best suited for this project as it sees the world in two dimensions, the 
Transitive dimension & the Intransitive dimension, where the first refers to all the knowledge and 
experience we have about the world i.e. the empirical domain, and the latter being the actual 
domain; the actual world as it is, which together constitutes the ontology (Juul and Pedersen, 
2012; 281).  
 
In addition to this, critical realist seeks to add a third dimension, depicting any unobservable 
structures and mechanisms that might help promote a given event in the actual domain, and it is 
exactly these unobservable structures and the tension between them and the real world, that is 
of most interest of investigation in this branch of study. In this project we seek to investigate the 
underlying structures of the discourse on Robert.  
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“As the term suggests, realism is based on the assumption that an external reality exists which 
is independent of human consciousness yet can nevertheless be known” (Delanty & Strydom, 
2003; 376 line 24-26).  
 
2.1.1 Actors and Structures  
Critical realism in social sciences is operating with the question of individual freedom at its 
essence. As we are all free actors of the social world, it is of course interesting how much 
freedom of choice there is and how much is predetermined by structures (Juul and Pedersen, 
2012; 291). It is very difficult to make a clear statement about unemployment and Robert, 
without knowing how much is due to structural failure in the system or Robert’s lack of 
willingness to find a job. When we seek to investigate the political discourse it is also with this 
relation between actor and structure in mind. 
 
The data for creation of meaning can, as touched briefly in the beginning of this chapter, stem 
both from an accurate reflection of reality being; an object, property or event. But some of our 
sense-data is merely subjective and therefore does not exist as a reflection of reality as it is. 
Sense-data can be explained and divided by primary and secondary qualities, the first 
representing the properties of any object that is independent of the observer such as number 
and figures that exist in itself and can be determined with certainty. Secondary qualities are non-
objective and can be explained by the effect they have on the observer, such as taste, color or 
smell. Since it is these underlying and unobservable structures of secondary qualities that we 
intend to shed light upon, it brings us to choice of epistemology (Ibid). 
 
2.1.2 Epistemology 
With the above notion of actor and structure in mind and the notion of primary and secondary 
qualities of sense-data, we find post-structuralism to be the best suited approach for obtaining 
knowledge about the underlying structures of the political discourse regarding Robert and the 
concept of citizenship and the social contract. This approach also enables us to use the cultural 
context when trying to analyze a descriptive concept that is changing over time, such as social 
contract and citizenship. It is furthermore the same epistemological views behind Fairclough’s 
approach to critical discourse analysis that will be applied in our method section.  
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The reason for choosing post-structuralism is because of the focus on structure, it serves as a 
viable option to investigate and potentially uncover what patterns lay behind the political 
utterances. It is the structures in the language that makes post-structuralism characterize 
language as a system, which entails the assumption that there are structures in language which 
enable the function of language as a communicative tool. This is the reason for the emphasis on 
language and the special attention for parts of language and how it is put together further 
emphasizing this role is found in the quote below :(Juul & Pedersen, 2012: 238). 
 
“Post-structuralism is best seen as a method of deconstruction, the aim of which is to break up 
the established structures of thought - discourses, especially those of the sciences (…)” 
(Delanty & Strydom, 2003; 323 line 7-9). 
 
Coupled with the ontology of this project, the philosophy of science approach entails that 
discourses are in effect language, which have constitutive power over social reality. Therefore to 
understand social world, which is partially observable through discourses, the discourse on 
Robert has to be deconstructed and investigated. Yet this also means being aware that there is 
also an unobservable part, as explained by our critical realist ontology, keeping in mind that our 
epistemology and the precedence that it has over ontology will be presented as the primary and 
most important approach to data and theory. 
2.1.3 Discourse 
With much emphasis on language and its structures, we aim to deconstruct it by using critical 
discourse analysis which will be explained in our methodology. The ontology of this project is, 
as stated previously, critical realism, however using critical discourse analysis the epistemology 
has precedence over ontology. The ontological considerations do not become insignificant, yet 
the weight is on epistemological standpoint (Juul and Pedersen, 2012; 236). 
 
Critical discourse analysis, as defined by Norman Fairclough is normative (Juul and Pedersen, 
2012; 297). Being normative in critical discourse analysis implies that the objective reality out 
there is hard to obtain, unless tools of interpretation are used. Furthermore this project is 
descriptive in that it attempts to explain the political discourses and tries to uncover what is 
behind - not how it should be. 
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2.2 Theory 
In this chapter we seek to outline the different theories applied throughout the project. First by 
introducing Fairclough and discourse analysis and then proceeding to Pierre Bourdieu`s 
symbolic violence explained through his fields, the first being of importance for this project as 
discourse analysis can never stand alone, according to Fairclough and thus provide the insight 
to see to what extend symbolic violence is being exercised against Robert and the unemployed 
in general, through the hidden power relations in the political discourse. 
 
2.2.1 Norman Fairclough 
The main reason for choosing Norman Fairclough’s critical discourse analysis is his structured 
three part analysis, which will be explained in detail in the methodology chapter. It is well suited 
for investigating the discourse on Robert since it emphasizes on the interpretation of discourses 
in the political sphere. Combined with social practice theory it helps us understand the 
reproduction of knowledge, ideologies, and especially values and beliefs about what constitutes 
right and wrong. 
 
What is exactly understood by critical discourse analysis will be outlined in this chapter and 
what framework this project applies in order to conduct critical discourse analysis. As Fairclough 
indicates in Discourse as Data (Wetherell et al, 2001), critical discourse analysis can have a 
wide range of meanings and application. Therefore the first step is to lay out the theoretical 
background for the critical discourse analysis in this chapter and in the subsequent chapter the 
method itself will be introduced. 
 
Critical discourse analysis is critical in that it revolves around how language is non-apparent in 
relations regarding social relations. It is within the social relations where language out-acts and 
is part of the process, and can be observed. More specifically language out-acts within the 
discourses of power, domination and ideology. It aims to show changes in societal relations 
through the aforementioned social relations, which can vary in form (Wetherell et al, 2001; 229). 
This also supports the reason for choosing Fairclough, as the multiple facets that critical 
discourse analysis revolves around assert the interdisciplinary character of critical discourse 
analysis. 
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2.2.2 Critical Discourse Analysis 
Fairclough’s attention for language stems from his inspiration in Marxism. It is in Marxism that 
the term social life is connected with cultural aspects and how domination and exploitation are 
both culturally and ideologically being out-acted (Wetherell et al, 2001; 232). 
 
The attention on language is from the concept of semiosis, which includes all type of signs and 
symbols, which interact in language. The primary point of departure for critical discourse 
analysis are social issues and problems, this entails that the starting point  for the researcher of 
this project, is a specific problem, be it political or sociological (Ibid; 230). In the specifics of this 
project this is Robert and the semiotic considerations come after the identification of the 
problem at hand, thus data is selected after the identification of the problem, which further 
cements the normative approach of critical discourse analysis. 
 
Critical discourse analysis thus tries to examine the semiotic relations of the problem. That is 
the language, concerning the problem at hand which in terms of political utterances and change 
these. The semiotic relations are elements in social practice. These social practices are listed 
by Fairclough as the following: 
 
Productive activity, means of production, social relations, social identities, cultural values, 
consciousness, semiosis (Ibid; 234). 
 
The above mentioned notions are dialectically connected. Dialectic means that dialogue, where 
argument (thesis) and counter-arguments (anti-thesis) will lead to clarity (synthesis) (Hansen 
and Qvist, 2006; 78). The relation in language is thus related to dialectic conditions in the 
semiosis in which the fields are the social practices. 
 
In Fairclough's critical discourse analysis there is a distinction between two forms of semiosis, 
namely social activity and representations. The social activity stresses how semiosis is different 
depending on the practice. Representation refers to how social actors are present within many 
practices at the same time, and thus produce semiosis, which has connection with multiple 
practices (Wetherell et al 2001, 234). 
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A notion which is inspired by Gramsci5 is the term hegemony. Gramsci stresses how hegemony 
is dependent on consent instead of coercion (Wetherell et al, 2001; 232). Critical discourse 
analysis, much in line with critical realist assumptions, relies on the perception that culture 
cannot be reduced to a mirror of economy and that there is a reality which is unobservable. This 
means that culture has an effect on social life and is thus a dominant force on its own (Ibid; 
233). In terms of discourse this entails that dominant discourses consent with other forms of 
discourse instead of coercion. So a hegemonic discourse is the most influential discourse, and 
will penetrate lives on many levels, as for instance on the cultural and ideological level. 
 
The notion of intertextuality, firstly proposed by Bakhtin, explains how texts are always a part of 
a larger whole. “Any text is a link in a chain of texts, reacting to, drawing in, and transforming 
other texts” (Ibid; 233 line 39). Furthermore he distinguishes between genres. These concepts 
are used by Fairclough and the emphasis on genres is important because it emphasizes on the 
different texts available, and where and how they originate from. For instance a genre can be an 
article or speech, online debate forum, tv interviews etc. The genre for this project is mainly 
textual, but this will be specified in the empirical chapter. 
 
Recontextualization is the process where the aforementioned two different forms of semiosis, 
social activity and representation recontextualize social practices and merge them into one 
practice (Wetherell et al, 2001; 234). To exemplify a social actor in this situation would 
recontextualize social practice dependent on social activity and representation. 
 
To give an exact account of Fairclough’s understanding of discourses, this project shows the 
entire quote from Discourse as Data, where chapter six is written by Fairclough. Discourses are 
according to Fairclough: 
 
“Discourses are diverse representations of social life which are inherently positioned - differently 
positioned social actors ‘see’ and represent social life in different ways, as different discourses. 
For instance, the lives of poor and disadvantaged people are represented through different 
discourses that correspond to the different positions of the social actors.”(Wetherell et al, 2001; 
235 line 12-19). 
 
                                               
5
 Antonio Gramsci. 1891-1937. Italian philosophers and politician. Co founder of the Italian communist 
party 1921. Died in a fascist prison (Grøn et al, 2000; 157).    
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2.3 Pierre Bourdieu 
This subchapter seeks to present the concept of symbolic violence by Pierre Bourdieu, together 
with his notion of field which will both be applied in our analysis. 
 
2.3.1 Symbolic Violence 
To explain how social classes are produced and reproduced, Bourdieu introduces the concepts 
of symbolic power and symbolic violence. Here he tries to explain how social inequalities are 
(re)produced without an actual exertion of power (Wilken, 2011; 89). 
“Every power to exert symbolic violence, i.e. every power which manages to impose meanings 
and to impose them as legitimate by concealing the power relations which are the basis of its 
force, adds its own specifically symbolic force to those power relations” (Bourdieu, 1990; 4). 
He thus argues that some sort of invisible power were present, a symbolic power, because 
neither the oppressed nor the oppressors were aware of this exertion of power. 
To define what factors constitute the dominant class is not possible because these will vary 
depending on which field and context is in question (Bourdieu, 1990; 1). Thus any arbitrary 
culture can be the dominant and consequently there is not one culture more correct than the 
other, but because the symbolic power and violence is invisible the culture of the dominant class 
is acknowledged as the legitimate culture (Bourdieu, 1990; 4). 
Hence when an actor e.g. a person, group or institution, is possessing symbolic power, the actor 
then has the power to define what is, the correct understanding of the reality in the particular 
field and thus what constitutes the dominant culture. 
 
2.3.2 Field 
Pierre Bourdieu's concept of field can be explained as separate arenas within the social system 
or social world, each referring to a network of objective, historical and cultural relations between 
positions within that specific field (Andersen and Kaspersen 2000; 310). These objectives, 
historical and cultural relations between the different positions are formed by power structures 
and capital. Each field can be explained to follow their own subject matter of logic like in each 
religious field, whether being Christianity or others (Andersen and Kaspersen 2000; 310) Thus 
society is a complex construction of various different fields that interact with each other on 
different societal issues, each following the logic of their own field, and can never be reduced to 
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constitute each other. Example it is in addition to the religious field, could be the state field, 
academic field and others. 
 
2.4 Agenda-Setting Theory 
This section aims to outline some of the methods used by media and other interest groups to 
push a certain agenda through to the public, whether it is intentionally or as a result of the 
underlying structures of the media. This gives us insight into the case of Robert and helps to 
show more clearly to which extend he is presented as an important information to the public.  
 
The agenda setting theory emphasizes how media is able to affect public opinion by controlling 
the salience of topics that are being broadcasted. It stems from the study that Dr. Max 
McCombs and Dr. Donald Shaw made on the 1968 presidential election. They made a 
comparison between which topics were thought of as the most important election issues by 100 
local residents and compared them with topics showed during the election period. In that way 
they were able to show a similarity (McComb, 2004; 6-13).  
 
There are three different approaches towards agenda-setting studies, were of the third stated 
below, is of most relevance for this project as it shows more attention towards how the media 
and/or public agendas might influence the primary policy makers in their decision. 
 
● Policy agenda setting is more scientific in its nature, it is the thought in which we pay 
more attention to how the media or public might influence policy makers (Ibid). 
 
There are a variety of different media tools, also named salience codes, for creating awareness 
about a specific case and thus showing the importance. Primarily speaking, it is the natural 
process of selection that takes place even before the stories reach the public (Ibid; 71-76). 
Here, both journalists and news editors have to take into account other factors such as market 
competition, audience statistics, stakeholders and more, when choosing what type of story is 
most newsworthy. Hence, the media is not able to select data in accordance only to people's 
interest or for what might be considered most relevant for the public to know. 
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After a story makes it through the selection process, salience cues such as whether it is printed 
on the front page or told in prime time TV are strong indicators of importance. In addition to this, 
the size of the headers and even the length of the story can help indicate how important a story 
is supposed to be perceived. It is these salience cues that the audience is using to make sense 
of their reality and it is therefore not without influence, how and what journalists regard as being 
relevant (Ibid). 
 
Repetition is another powerful tool for time and again to emphasize how important a specific 
issue is and it helps store the story in the sub consciousness of the public. After hearing the 
same story over and over again, people start to form their own opinion and perception of what is 
important and organize their own lives around this agenda (Ibid). Thus changing public agenda 
by pushing media agenda. Though it is also very important to stress the fact that this is not 
necessarily done by a premeditated and deliberate influence. 
 
Agenda setting theory does not tend to focus on members or participants as blank boards 
merely waiting to be programmed. Members have their own self-perception of reality, made up 
by the total amount of information that has been presented for them by the media, and thus 
emphasizing the central role of influence in creating public opinion (Ibid). 
 
2.5 Conceptual Understandings 
In the case of the discourse on Robert the politicians draw on various concepts. These concepts 
can be understood as the values Robert does not have or does not chose to follow according to 
the majority of the politicians in the media discourse. The concepts are general themes in the 
post-structuralist view of society, but in this case they have to be understood in a Scandinavian 
context.  
   
2.5.1 Citizenship and Social Contract  
Citizenship or the right of citizenship is the unconditional right to stay in a state, and be 
submitted to the rights and duties which account to the specific citizens of a specific state 
(Hansen & Qvist, 2007; 406-407). 
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In the western liberal world John Locke6’s thoughts on citizenship, have a dominating position. 
Locke has a universalist outlook on human rights. Locke, well-known as the father of classical 
liberalism, views all people as innately having rights. These basic rights are what we typically 
associate with modern liberalism: freedom of choice, property rights and equality (Grøn et al, 
2000; 265-269). 
 
Locke considered the rational man to be one who transformed the resources of nature into his 
own property through his labor that was considered, a command of God and thereby gave it a 
moral dimension. This lead to that limitation on citizenship right was considered appropriate to 
those who could not work, thus introducing a further moral dimension in deserving and 
undeserving charity cases (Ibid). 
 
In the western world where liberalism and Protestantism7 have an impact on cultural traditions 
the acted of work is considered a part of the citizenship and the social contract. It is taken for 
granted in the cultural discourse (Ibid).  
 
Citizenship can roughly be understood as the social contract in practice, meaning that in order 
to fulfill the role as a citizen, you need to honor your social contract and thus the relation 
between the two concepts is clearer. Having reached this connection between the two concepts, 
it is clear that the social contract itself seems to some degree hypothetical. The Danish 
citizenship/social contract although is produced and reproduced by the Scandinavian welfare 
state. 
 
2.5.2 The Scandinavian Welfare State 
The welfare state is a society, where the state offers its citizens a larger or smaller amount of 
social service benefits, and a social safety net. The state regulates the market forces to secure 
a minimum of services and income (Hansen & Qvist, 2006; 454-455).  
 
There are several different welfare models; here is the relevant model to this project: 
 
                                               
6
 John Locke. 1632-1704. British psychologist and doctor ( Grøn at al, 2000; 265-269).  
7
 Developed by Martin luther(1483-1546) and Calvin(1509-1564). Salvation is not achieved by action but 
by belief only(Grøn et al, 2000; 280).    
Janus H. í Funningsstovu, Kalle Kuhlmann, Michele Ben Ahmed and Rune Kieran Ching 
3rd Semester Project, Roskilde University, Autumn 2012 
 
20 
The social democratic or the Scandinavian model is founded on the idea of a ‘social 
democracy’. The system do not just take care of the worst social suffering, but also education, 
equal opportunity policies, distribution policies and an expansive economic policy, which tries to 
prevent social suffering before it happens. The social services are available to all citizens (Ibid). 
 
The social democratic or Scandinavian model exists in Norway, Sweden and Denmark. There is 
some difference between the three countries, but they are characterized by: 
 
1) Social services are available through the state. 
 
2) The services are universal, and available to all citizens. 
 
3) The services surpass the level for minimal social protection, and are progressively financed. 
 
4) The politicians’ long term goal is to prevent social problems like unemployment (Ibid; 389).    
 
As mentioned in the first point of the above, social services are provided through the state and 
the criteria’s for receiving support if being unemployed is according to the Labor Ministry’s own 
website stated as follows;  
 
● A social event such as unemployment, illness or relationship problems have to occur 
● The social event should have caused that one is no  longer able to pay for him/herself 
and the family 
● The need for support is not able to be fulfilled through other services 
 
If applying for support due to unemployment, one has to be available to the labor market and 
accept and attend reasonable offers presented by the government or job center. It is not a duty 
to attend though, if one is having a “reasonable” reason.  
Cash Benefits is, according to law about social services,  paid to unemployed who are not 
members of either an unemployment fund or other unemployment services such as the “benefit 
system”8 (Hansen and Qvist, 2006; 235). 
 
                                               
8
 Translated from the Danish word - “Dagpenge” 
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As citizenship/social contract entails the concepts rights and duties, and are a large part of the 
Scandinavian welfare state, or in other words the welfare system. This is though a loose entity, 
which have several different definitions. The next paragraph will contain rights and duties as 
they are defined in the Scandinavian welfare model.  
    
2.5.3 Rights and Duties 
Duties have a moral and legal dimension. The individual has to perform duties because it is the 
norm, and in some aspects an obligation if the individual wants to be a part of the Scandinavian 
welfare state. There are different kinds of obligations, an example the obligation to undertake an 
education, to work, pay taxes and uphold the law. To pay taxes is an essential part of the duties, 
because it is constituted by law and taxes finance the public sector, which is substantial in the 
Scandinavian system (Hansen & Qvist, 2006; 390).     
 
The moral obligation is to conduct a behavior where the individual recognizes that the individual 
is part of society, and therefore must contribute to society. Duties are therefore something that 
the individual must conduct during the life course to contribute to the community, and thereby 
make them worthy to use the social services in society like education, health and unemployment 
funds (Eilertzen et al, 2012; 14-15).   
 
Rights are different commodities which the individual can obtain from society. The rights in the 
Scandinavian system are to have access to services, which give all citizens the same life 
opportunities. Rights are a legal term, which can be obtained by the individual’s status as a 
citizen. Some rights demand that there is a commitment to duties like being active in achieving a 
job as an unemployed, while gaining services from the state. There are different kinds of rights, 
like the right to an education, treatment at the hospital and maternity leave. The citizens do not 
need to exercise the rights if there is no need for them. The welfare state has universal rights 
and services, but all members of society do not need them. Either way all citizens have the right 
to receive them (Ibid). 
 
Duties are essentially norms. Norms are behavior rules which express the expectation that the 
individual act in a certain way in a certain situation. There is distinguishing between formal and 
informal norms. Formal norms are often laws and rules, where the informal norms are the 
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unwritten laws and expectations, which are encountered in different connections. Common for 
all norms, are that violations involves sanctions (Hansen & Qvist, 2006; 316).  
 
This is the main concepts the politicians’ draws on when undertaking the discourse on Robert. 
These concepts will be actively used and will be reference point in the analysis.    
 
2.5.4 Notion of Power 
When mentioning the concept of power in relation to hidden power structures in the discourse, it 
is important to stress how we understand the concept of power in general and since we are 
investigating the hegemonic discourse, our notion of power is closely related to that of 
Fairclough`s version of hegemony. 
 
This notion is original inspired by Gramsci term hegemony, which stresses the fact that 
hegemony is dependent on consent instead of coercion (Wetherell et al, 2001; 232).  
Gramsci believes culture to have an enormous influence on social life and can thus be viewed 
as a dominant force of power in itself (Ibid; 233). In terms of discourse this entails that dominant 
discourses consent with other forms of discourse instead of coercion. Which leads to the notion 
of power not being forced on the actor but given by consent via the underlying and hidden 
structures. 
 
So a hegemonic discourse is the most influential discourse, and will penetrate lives on many 
levels, as for instance on the cultural and ideological level. 
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3.0 Methodology 
This chapter intends to outline Norman Fairclough's position in the field of discourse analysis, 
together with his three step approach to investigate political discourse, which this project is 
following. Starting with Fairclough’s positions, moving on to textual analysis where the different 
semantics we are looking for will be outlined. Followed by the discursive practice and finally 
social practice, which all indicates how discourses are binary both to the social world and 
objective reality. 
 
The aim of critical discourse analysis is to investigate language in use and to investigate 
whether there are any patterns (Wetherell et al, 2001; 6). There are several types of language, 
the specific language this project will investigate is news articles and political utterances and 
therefore written text will be the focal point of investigation. The sources and dates will be dealt 
with in the subsequent method chapter. Firstly this project will introduce Norman Fairclough and 
his three step approach to critical discourse analysis. 
 
Fairclough emphasizes on the trans disciplinary character of critical discourse analysis, even 
over interdisciplinary as shown in the theory chapter, critical discourse analysis deals with a 
very wide angle(Wetherell et al, 2001; 230). Therefore the choice of theory is closely connected 
with the chosen problem and thus also affecting the strategic approach to our data. This project 
has chosen to apply Bourdieu’s theory of symbolic violence as well as a communicative tools, 
namely agenda-setting theory. 
 
As stated earlier in the theoretical chapter, discourse analysis is the study of language in use: 
“Analytic concepts are given by the theoretical tradition, the research questions and so on. the 
discourse analyst searches for patterns in language in use, building on and referring back to the 
assumptions she or he is making about the nature of language, interaction and society and the 
interrelationships between them. It is this theoretical underpinning rather than any sorting 
process which distinguishes discourse analysis” (Wetherell et al, 2001; 39). 
 
Fairclough’s three step model to analysis of a communicative event is used to analyze data. 
Here is a diagram from Fairclough’s (2001) book Media Discourse (p 59) illustrating the 
relationship between the concepts detailed below: 
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3.1 Text and Linguistic Analysis 
According to Fairclough, texts are seen as being part of the productive activity and part of 
producing social life and need to be analyzed both paradigmatically and syntactically (Wetherell 
et al, 2001; 240). He furthermore works in accordance to the optic of discourse analysis 
theories, and also have a multifunctional view of a text, meaning that any sentence of a text 
operates with three different categories of functions being; representations, relations and 
identities (Fairclough, 2001;180). 
 
● Particular representation and recontextualization of social practices is maybe carrying a 
particular ideology. 
● Particular construction of writer and readers identities (in terms of what is highlighted - 
whether status and role aspects of identity, or individual and personality aspects of 
identity). 
● A particular construction of the relationship between writer and reader (as, for instance, 
formal or informal, close or distance). 
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Following tools will be used to investigate the articles presented in the method chapter, both 
when looking at the textual analysis but also for a better understanding of social practices. The 
use of some words over others, metaphors and/or strong modalities are all factors that helps 
create a possible meaning. At the same time, both the producer and interpreter of a text have 
different cultural and social understandings for creation of meaning and a word can thus be 
perceived differently among the audience (Fairclough, 2001; 185-190). Although we are not 
interested in investigating how this is possible, but refer to Bourdieu's Habitus. 
 
Vocabulary/Wording 
The use of different words and how, they are articulated in relation to other alternatives. How 
thorough or detailed the words are used on different persons, events or concepts. 
 
Metaphor 
Here emphasis is on how the manufacturer of a given text is able to create a certain perception 
of reality by means of metaphors. 
 
Modalities 
Can both be about the severity of the articulation such as wording like: Shall, must, may, might, 
have to, should, but also what time-frame that are used, as writing in present  tense such as 
"is", usually produces full acceptance of the proposition. Furthermore the use of words such as; 
a little or maybe should be taken into account as it can give the hold sentence a different 
meaning. 
 
Cohesion 
Cohesion refers to how clauses are combined into complete sentences and how these in turn 
provide the framework for the more substantial text structure which gives a picture of what 
rationality that has been created (Ibid; 176-77). 
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3.2 Discursive Practice  
The discursive practice refers to the relation that any given semiotic uttering has with social 
practice. More specifically it deals with the production and consumption of text, here it is 
important to keep in mind, who the recipient is, and under which instances they are influence by 
the communicative event. The production of the text is also important, as it may be edited 
multiple times or otherwise changed from the original format. In this project it will predominantly 
be political utterances which are direct or part of an article. In terms of the article, this project 
aims to portray, that there might indicators on that the article is not strictly in its original form. 
Speeches or direct communicative events have also most likely been edited by the respective 
political parties’ staff etc. (Fairclough, 2001; 58 - 59). 
 
As this project seeks to establish links between multiple communicative events, the focus is on 
both intertextuality and linguistic analysis of texts. The reason for this, is that in order to 
investigate patterns between different political utterances e.g. the genres, a dualistic approach 
is needed. So there will be focus on the linguistics of each texts as well as intertextuality. 
Fairclough explains how this approach is abstract and that it relies on cultural and social 
understanding: “Consequently, in intertextual analysis the analyst is more dependent upon 
social and cultural understanding” (Fairclough, 2001; 61 line 38 - 40). 
 
As Fairclough points out, this focus on intertextuality renders this project a bit more interpretive 
rather than the usual descriptive approach in critical discourse analysis(Fairclough, 2001; 61). 
 
We are going to analyze our empirical data on three levels. Firstly we will look into how the 
social contract is addressed and outlined through various other concepts by the politicians when 
speaking at their annual speeches. Here the recipients will primarily be the members of their 
respective parties and secondly the rest of the population through media coverage of what the 
media chooses to extract and discuss in the different media. These speeches can be 
considered to be of special importance for the politicians and their influencing of discourses as 
the annual speech provides them with opportunity to outline and present their version and vision 
of how our society are and how it should be without being interfered by questions from journalist 
and such. It is thus their chances to explain how they see the contract between citizen and state 
and what it entails. 
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Secondly we will look into how the politicians relevant to speak on behalf of their parties, 
addresses the attitude of Robert in the media. Here the politicians will be speaking to the 
broader nation as the case of Robert is already a media case with the attention of almost all of 
the media and therefore has novelty value. They will thus not only be speaking to members of 
their own parties and their own voters but all citizens in Denmark. 
Here we are going to analyze how they distance themselves from the values implicit in the 
attitude of Robert as a citizen. Due to the potential nationwide receivers, something the political 
spokesman or minister on the area can be assumed to be conscious about, they will 
presumably be harsher in their response because defense of the social contract will be of 
utmost importance for both politicians and citizens according to the discourse on social contract, 
as a constituent pillar in our society, laid out through their visions and understandings of our 
society appointed above. 
 
Subsequently, we will then look into what values and which attitudes they instead applaud, and 
consequently through discourse, the citizens should as well. This leads us to the next section. 
3.3 Social Practice  
This stage refers to the other sociocultural dimension of a communicative event i.e. what lies 
outside the discourse itself (see the model in section 3.0). In order to understand the context 
behind multiple communicative events, to help understand numerous communicative events 
recollect aforementioned point that Fairclough stresses concerning interdisciplinarity. This is the 
point where the project is supported by the theoretical framework outlined in the theory chapter. 
 
Social practice part in this project refers to how the discourse has an effect outside of the 
discourse itself. In the analysis we will mainly add the conceptual framework as well as the 
theory of symbolic violence by Bourdieu, which serves as the role as the explanatory theory to 
understand how a dominant discourse can have an effect, or how it dominates in its own field. 
Moreover, the communication theory explains what role the media has in the discourse. Agenda 
setting has the explanation ability to indicate whether or not there are any changes to the 
discourse when not taking the politicians into account. 
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4.0 Method 
In this chapter the data collection will be presented, which include the search criteria that have 
been used when searching for the various specific written media. What kind of limitations are 
affecting our choice the empirical data. Finally a critique of the sources and a presentation of the 
approach, where the argumentation for the use of concepts, and why an expansion of these are 
needed in a cultural context chapter.   
 
4.1 Data Collection 
The selection of data is based on texts that have been in written media. The focal point of the 
search for data is based on political utterances on Robert, which have been written in articles 
available at the various website.  
 
To fully understand why the politicians find Robert so provocative, when he breaks the social 
contract, a short analysis of how the different political parties’ define the social contract will be 
presented in the first half of the analysis. This is done by analyzing the annual speeches that the 
political party leaders held at this year’s party conventions. Thus this project assumes that 
political statements are viable statements for the political spectrum in general. 
   
By doing qualitative research the sample size is not large, as in quantitative research.  However 
the focus of the sample is to include the entire political spectrum. This means including all 
parties which currently are in Parliament. To include all parliamentary parties’ this projects aims 
to focus on the discourse at large at not only the governmental discourse on Robert. As the 
assumption of the epistemological and ontological background implies that it is the discourses at 
large on Robert, which are potentially reproducing values. This project trues to include as many 
articles as possible which have significant utterings on Robert. For instance munincipalital 
politicians have not been included, only the larger national political scene. 
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Enhedslisten 3 
Socalistisk Folkeparti 1 
Social Demokraterne 7 
Radikale Venstre 1 
Dansk Folkeparti 2 
Venstre 5 
Konservative Folkeparti 2 
Liberal Alliance 4 
 
As mentioned, the basis for the selection of data, or otherwise called context - is based on 
Robert. This information has also served as the background information, as this project also 
aims to give an account of Robert as a symbol in order to investigate Robert in the data and 
broad understanding of Robert´s importance is necessary. 
 
The time frame for the data collection is from the start of September 2012, when Robert was 
introduced in the program På den anden side on DR 2(DR website). This sparked the 
subsequent discussion on Robert as well as marking the initial point where this project has 
gathered data from. Data has been collected to the 1st of November 2012, both in consideration 
to time constraint and less media coverage on Robert in general. 
 
There are only chosen politicians’ which have been assessed influential for the respective 
party's politics. For instance this project has chosen to include Peter Engsted who is a board 
member of the political party Enhedslisten, as he is considered to hold a position considerable 
in terms of the party’s politics. Jakob Engel-Schmidt has also been chosen since he is a 
chairman of V’s board and it is determined that he therefore holds significance to be included in 
the analysis. Finally Rasmus Jarlov, former Member of Parliament and a distinct young politician 
from the K in the greater Copenhagen area. Besides aforementioned politicians’ the rest of the 
data consists of politicians’ who are a member of parliament. 
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4.1.1 Search Criteria 
Through the search we have focused the context of Robert, and in the aforementioned period 
first in September till November 2012. The search criteria has specifically been only on a certain 
party and Robert for instance “Enhedslisten om Robert”, “Venstre om Robert” etc. This has 
been the only search method used throughout the gathering of the data. Any article not 
including Robert, yet discusses unemployment or welfare benefits has been disregarded. We 
have only chosen articles which mention Robert specifically, and thus he is a determining 
search factor along with the party in question. However the speeches’ which are included have 
been searched for specifically (see list of references). 
4.1.2 Media 
We have only used regarded media sites as our source, these sites include: Børsen, Politiken, 
Berlingske, Ekstra Bladet, BT, Information and Jyllands Posten. Furthermore we have selected 
DR’s news webpage where they produce resumes of TV debates since it was on DR that 
Robert initially was introduced. Adding to this selection we have also included political 
comments from the respective political parties’ webpage by politicians, who have decisive role 
in forming political party opinions, such as board members. 
4.1.3 Delimitation 
As we wish to portray political discourse in Denmark, we choose to focus on influential party 
members of the political parties currently in the Parliament. We have chosen to target 
mainstream media, and not local newspapers, various secondary media, blogs and small 
independent websites etc. As we wish to investigate the general discourse on Robert, we want 
the data to be as representative population and largest amount of receivers as possible. Hence 
we have chosen large mainstream media, which we believe is contributing to a more valid 
research. 
4.1.4 Empirical Data 
In this subchapter we will introduce what exact types of sources have been used as data. In 
regards to what type of sources we are dealing with along with genres i.e. what type of text it is 
exactly. As our selection is considerably large we will only provide an overview of what has 
been chosen.  
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Of the 25 sources in total the majority are articles. Some of these articles are news articles in 
the traditional sense concerning a relevant topic in a moment in time. Others are news articles 
based on debate programs aired on national television in our case DR 1 and its sub channels 
which is the biggest public service channel in Denmark. Some of the articles are based on 
political speeches where extracts and quotes as well as some comments by the journalists. 
Some of the articles are debates and comments by politicians on either a webpage or as a 
political opinion in traditional newspaper. One article is based on an interview with Margrethe 
Vestager concerning Robert. This overview represents the body of data in the critical discourse 
analysis, and will be dealt with in detail in the subsequent analysis chapter. 
 
4.1.5 Critique of Sources 
The analysis is based upon Fairclough’s recommendation of approach materialized in the 
“Framework for critical discourse analysis of a communicative event”. This will ensure a broad 
approach to the discourse as a whole on Robert, as well as include an interdisciplinary 
approach to theory. 
 
The normative approach entails that this project has included a set of concepts which are to be 
investigated; these concepts have also been supplemented by the analysis itself since it 
revealed more nuanced conception. However the aim has been to implement concepts on 
beforehand and thus the approach and choice of sources reflect the aim of and approach of this 
project. By choosing to focus on Robert and delimiting the search to him and mainstream 
media, there is a basis for broad sample of the media thus legitimizing choice of sources. 
 
As mentioned earlier the vast majority of the sample data has been written and/or by journalists. 
This is a major critique as it presents the source material has been edited. Bypassing this 
slightly is the approach of taking many quotes into consideration and not only text by journalists, 
but this does not legitimize the approach of choosing journalist edited media entirely and 
remains a critique. However as the objective of the critical discourse analysis is to analyze the 
discourse in its whole, including the medias’ involvement, the fact that journalists have edited 
only supports the role of the media in general and thus also on the discourse. A question of 
choice of data might entail why not to focus on political speeches. There are a number of 
reasons of not to do so, mainly the reason that there have not been any political speeches 
specifically about Robert, instead it is observed that the case is mainly mentioned in comments. 
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Furthermore in order for a discourse to have widespread effect it must be through large 
mediums such as the mainstream media in general. 
 
4.1.6 Approach 
Initially the approach of this project was to use concepts which were observed in the preliminary 
data. These concepts were social contract/citizenship, rights and duties and the Scandinavian 
welfare state. These concepts formed the initial approach and most of the writing processes 
until the analysis were influenced by these concepts. Following thorough investigation and 
analysis, the data revealed further important notions, which were applied to the background, 
theory and to the cultural context. These cultural contexts are the political developments in the 
Scandinavian welfare state. More specifically they are the: Neoliberal discourse phenomenon 
welfare to workfare, which is the political development the last ten years, the role of the media 
and finally the political situation or the political status quo at the time of the case of Robert. 
 
This has the positive influence on the process of writing of this project of being influenced both 
theoretically and methodologically by the source material. This is in line with Fairclough’s 
recommendation of choosing theory and method in line with the problem and what investigation 
of the data shows. 
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5.0 Cultural Context 
In order to understand the relationship these articles have been produced in, together with the 
context which give rise to the creation of meaning, there are various elements the politicians 
draw upon when speaking about the case of Robert.  We have chosen to present them in a 
chronological order, as we believe it provides a better overview. 
 
An introduction to the Scandinavian welfare model was made in the theoretical & conceptual 
framework and further building on this concept is a context insight into which political challenges 
this model is facing in contemporary Danish society, in the section (5.1 Welfare State under 
Attack).  We then proceed to (5.2 From welfare to workfare) with an overview of the main 
features of Danish political development between 2001-11, followed by a review of Danish 
media conditions and their relations to the Danish politicians.  Finally we give a presentation of 
the current political situation. 
 
5.1 The Welfare State under Attack 
This section seeks to enlighten the reader on different aspects of the current pressure, the 
Scandinavian welfare state is undergoing in contemporary society. Since the end of the 
seventies neoliberal viewpoints have criticized the universal welfare state based on 
philosophical, economic and moral grounds. 
 
The philosophical argument is that civil and political rights in western democracies are in 
principle in conflict with state guaranteed social benefits. There is a contrast between the ideal 
of personal freedom and the ideal of equality in society. The political and civil rights imply that 
the individual is entitled to reap the benefits of one’s own work effort. The market is the only 
legitimate sphere, where goods can be produced and distributed between members of society. 
A state power is necessary to secure civil rights like the right of property and political rights. But 
when political rights are used to create an extensive web of social citizen rights, which extend 
the welfare state and undermine liberty rights, the state become paternalistic (Andersen, 2011; 
172-174). 
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The economic argument is that the developed welfare state undermines the foundations for 
production of economic wealth by undermining the growth and stimulating the incentive for both 
investors and wage-earners. The impulse for individuals to act economically rational, on a long-
time scale for own interests, is twisted, and society becomes impoverished. This caused that 
public expenses have a tendency to be constantly rising, because the majority of the population 
vote for politicians, who promise more public goods and services. But the payment of these 
services happens through the large public budget, where there is no visible connection for the 
citizen between the payment and spending of public services. The result is an ineffective and 
enlarged public system, and the voters refuse to pay the price for public services. The growth 
spiral in the public expenses is undermined, and in the long-run the foundation for the dynamic 
market economy (Ibid). 
 
The moral argument is that the welfare creates a disintegrate tendency in the form of a 
breadwinner culture. The new ‘underclass’ is dependent on this breadwinner culture, which is  
characterized by the lack of work ethic, disintegrating of the nuclear family, the growth in 
teenage mothers, and the breakdown of the masculine identity as the head of the nuclear 
family(Ibid). 
 
This neoliberal attack on the Scandinavian welfare model has led to long term progress in 
Danish society which has been called from welfare to workfare.  
 
5.2 From Welfare to Workfare 
This is a brief introduction to the most prominent changes in Danish politics, during the period 
2001-11. 
 
In 2001 Denmark got a right-wing coalition government consisting of Venstre9 and Konservative 
Folkeparti10 with the voting support of Dansk Folkeparti11. Better known as the VKO 
                                               
9
 Since 1870. A classic liberal party. American political thinking have taken a dominating discourse in the 
party in the last ten years. The largest party in Denmark both in parliament and members(Hansen & Qvist, 
2006; 455-456). 
10
 Since 1916. Was formed out the remains of the party Højre. Build on classic conservative values, but 
have a long history of internal fighting in the party during to disagreement of how populistic the party 
should strive to be(Ibid; 234). 
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government. The government wished to increase the economic incentive to work. Their 
argumentation was that too many people lived of the social welfare instead of working, because 
it was more profitable to be on social welfare. It should pay of to work (CASA, 2009; 7-23). 
CASA Annual Report for Social Policy 2009, emphasizes that there has been a paradigm shift in 
the leading social policy since 2001. A discourse change in a variety of areas such as 
employment and enticements policies, ideology and realities has taken place. 
 
The report furthermore states that a wide variety of social initiatives have been made; but more 
likely an aspiration for an increase in the employment rate rather than for bringing down social 
issues and without any account for how these policies affect the family and children. Thus, part 
of the Social policy has become labor market policy (Ibid). 
 
These are the most prominent elements of social policy development from 2001-2011: 
 
● More free market 
● Increased private health sector 
● Greater economic incentives 
● More privatization and outsourcing of public services  
● More moral discipline 
● More control and documentation  
 
the most prominent changes during this period is the huge expansion of the free market by 
outsourcing hospital services and other social services and treatments, that have formerly been 
under the supervision of the Ministry of Health, to the private market and the smaller regional 
municipalities. Across the political line, the emphasis has been on discipline and everything from 
the educational system, health care or unemployment is being measured and documented. 
Enticement policies and policies that emphasize the shortest way too employment have been 
introduced and a general wish for the people to be more disciplined, is fulfilled by operating with 
a form of “market logic”, where citizens are considered as utility maximizes and economically 
rational individuals, that are assumed to behave like actors in a free market, where supply, 
demand and prices are the key factors (Ibid). This is argued to creating a form of division 
                                                                                                                                                       
11
 Since 1995. A nationalist populist party. Was formed after a split from Fremskridtspartiet. Is best known 
for its strict internal control of its members, and a harsh immigration policy(Ibid; 68). 
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between the people into A and B categories, being the ones who can afford these new private 
services and the people who cannot.  
 
To sum up the Danish political development has in this period of time escalated the interference 
into the self-determination of the individual, over his or hers own life. With rules and laws telling 
people how to live their life and even penetrating the private sphere (Ibid). 
 
In addition to this the employment policies have since 2001 been based on the assumption that 
society is experiencing an enticement problem or lack of enticement for working. As 
employment minister Hjort Frederiksen emphasized in 2005 in his speech to the parliament: 
“For the hard working portion of the population is it simple frustrating that some people can be 
free riders” ( Ibid; 16 line 26-27). 
 
In conclusion the report is making a connection between this new approach to the 
unemployment situation and the ideology of economic and political form of neoliberalism. 
Neoliberalism is characterized by its belief in the free market, and its abilities to regulate itself. 
The individual is a rational and utility maximizing, and have a great skepticism towards the state 
resulting in welfare to workfare (Ibid).     
 
5.3 Media & Politics 
This chapter aims to outline a better understanding of the relationship between media and 
politicians in Denmark. Both in legal and practice sense. 
 
”Anybody has the right to publish on print, in writing or speech his ideas, but under the 
responsibility of the courts. Censorship and other measurements of prohibition can never be 
reinstated.” (Pedersen, 2011;42 column 2 line 3-7). 
 
The Danish Constitution § 77, as written above, prohibits utterances to be checked before they 
are published and thus stands in direct contrast with censorship and today the Parliamentary 
Press Loge consists of approx. 180 journalists from various media, which holds privileged 
access to the Palace. They are able to get a job within the parliament and thus spend their days 
at Christiansborg (Folketinget website). 
Janus H. í Funningsstovu, Kalle Kuhlmann, Michele Ben Ahmed and Rune Kieran Ching 
3rd Semester Project, Roskilde University, Autumn 2012 
 
37 
 
The Parliament's own website furthermore states that the function of the media covers the 
dissemination of current policy issues and to keep an eye on their elected representatives to 
keep what they have promised. Furthermore, the media are also able to put political matters of 
own interest on the agenda and in that sense work both as intermediaries agenda setters and 
watchdogs for the people (Folketinget website). 
 
The Danish society is built on the perception that the state, on a constitutional level, is not 
supposed to give rise to any group or individual, to hold power over others, why a separation of 
powers in the form of a legislative body; (president, prime minister, the Government, including 
public administration), an executive body; (parliament, named Folketinget), and a judicial body; 
(the courts of justice), were made (Hansen & Qvist, 2007; 278). 
 
This means that the role of media, maybe unintentionally, have become the controlling body, of 
both public and private affairs. They are perceived as a watchdog, or should at least function as 
one (Ibid; 278), and since political discussions are mostly portrayed via the media, they also 
hold an enormous influence on what is being discussed among the people (Folketinget 
website). 
 
With this new role also comes a position of power and more precisely, the media power is 
constituted by the ability to decide what is to be published and what is not. The media can 
choose their own focus points and are able to work with certain journalistic angles instead of 
others (Ibid; 278). 
 
As the world develops, more individuals, organizations or/and groups of interest are coming into 
play and the media also have to fulfill other roles such as primary source of information, 
knowledge and entertainment. Contemporary society therefore holds little argument against the 
media’s influence on socio-economic changes, but less obvious is, to what extent the media 
have the opportunity to function as a fourth power, independent of the state, and thereby often 
referred to as the Fourth Government. 
 
This becomes more evident in a Danish study from Institute of Globalization and Society, where 
the author draws on statistics based on answers from a questionnaire survey among members 
of the respective parliament and the parliamentary press gallery. The preliminary results were 
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published to shed light on how the actors in the political communication perceive their own 
interactions, and the responses merely supports the impression, that the media has a significant 
influence on the political system (Rossau, 2009; 18). 
 
The study shows that politicians, when asked about their degree of impact, actually prescribe 
the media to hold much more influence than the politicians themselves (Ibid; 18). Some even 
emphasizes a feeling of powerlessness, while journalists are of course downplaying their own 
role. Only one in four of the politicians feel that they can actually set a political agenda where 
81% think that the written press, which this report is also looking into, are always- or very often 
able to put items of which, on the daily agenda. 65% of the politicians think the media had an 
important influence on the 2007 political elections outcome (Ibid; 18). Only half the journalists 
are agreeing with this statement, and in relation to wetter this powerful position of media in 
contemporary society is too much, 56% of the politicians agree and only every fourth journalist 
(Ibid; 18). 
 
5.4 Political Situation Status Quo 
This section focuses on how the political landscape looks at the moment, with departure point 
based in the times of crisis 2008, the new finance treaty soon to be voted on, and the change of 
government in 2011. 
 
Since 2008 the majority of the world has seen an economic recession. This includes Europe 
and Denmark. The economic crisis is a large part of the political debate and media in Denmark 
and Europe. The crisis is not a discussion, it is a reality. However the financial markets are very 
much affected by the different political discourses, and therefore change how the crisis evolves 
(Eilertzen et al, 2012; 13). The discourse in the case of Robert should be view with this in mind. 
 
In September 2011 the political situation in the parliament changed. The center left wing 
coalition headed by Socialdemokraterne12 won the election. The other partners in the 
                                               
12
 Since 1871. A socialist center party. Have close ties to the labor movement. Is credited with the 
creation of the welfare state(Hansen & Qvist, 2006; 394-395).  
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government are Socialistisk Folkeparti13, Radikale Venstre14 and finally the supporting party 
Enhedslisten15. 
Socialdemokraterne is dealing with major challenges in this government, because they have 
built consensus between Radikale Venstre and Enhedslisten disagree on economic policies. 
Socialdemokraterne tries to implement their policies with the widest political support as possible, 
and have made several policies with the right-wing opposition. The government has after they 
took offices been very unpopular in the various opinion polls, and the opposition have had a 
strong position in the media. This makes them vulnerable for various discourses in the media, 
which is often used to criticize them (Ibid; 8-9). 
 
On the 27th of august 2012 the government presented its plans for the state budget, which will 
be debated and negotiated the next couple of months during the same time as the Robert case. 
The right-wing opposition has already declared that they would not vote for the budget if the 
supporting party Enhedslisten rejects the budget. Enhedslisten have major disagreements with 
the plan (DR website).   
 
6.0 Analysis  
In this chapter we seek to analyze the political discourse on Robert, following the theoretical and 
conceptual framework that have been presented. We firstly need to obtain knowledge about the 
internal discourse throughout the political spectrum and in regards to the social contract which 
will be outlined in section 6.1. Hereafter we will proceed to what is being communicated 
externally about Robert, in section 6.2. And finally we will end with our preliminary findings in 
section 6.3.  
 
 
                                               
13
 Since 1959. Was formed out of a split from the communist party. Traditionally a very ideological party 
but have moved to the center of danish politics(Ibid; 387).  
14
 Since 1905. Was formed out of a split from Venstre. A social liberal party. Known for its loose 
immigration policies and its strict economic policies(Hansen & Qvist, 2006; 361-362). 
15
 Since 1991. Is a fusion of various socialist parties. Known for its green policies and its harsh critic of 
various governments(Ibid;98).  
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6.1 Internal Analysis 
In this sub-chapter we will introduce the current different political parties’ standpoint on the 
social contract and derive how their internal discourse on this can be understood.  This will allow 
us to compare with the conceptual definitions set out in this project’s theoretical framework. 
 
We will now proceed to give an account of each of the parties’ take on the social contract; we 
have done this by analyzing annual speeches from the respective parties’ annual meetings in 
2012. We will only investigate what the politicians say about the social contract, derived from 
themes and our conceptions, in 2012 to enable us to compare with the results critical discourse 
analysis itself, and potentially find inconsistencies. However we will write our interpretation of 
the speech instead of a full summary. To be as concise and precise as possible we will attempt 
to keep it short.  
 
6.1.1 Enhedslisten (EL) 
In the question of the unemployed, Schmidt-Nielsen emphasizes education she builds her 
argument on that “How can it be that the unemployed are criticized for a mentality of demanding 
benefits in a time where it is obvious for everybody that there is not enough jobs.”(Schmidt-
Nielsen, 2012: line 66 - 67) 
 
Thus it can be said that she believes that the lack of the fulfillment of the social contract is not a 
choice and a problem created by the unemployed, but instead as a societal problem which 
should be dealt with through further education. Hence she takes the standpoints that the rights 
given through citizenship have priority over duties of the social contract. 
6.1.2 Socialistisk Folkeparti (SF) 
The focus of Vilhelmsen (2012) is on those who fall through the security, and that the society 
should secure active participation in the labor market.  
If the community fails to involve all citizens in the labor market, she compares it with pollution of 
the welfare society. (Vilhelmsen, 2012: 51-52) 
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To sum up, the responsibility for job creation and employment is a duty of the community. Thus 
she gives precedence of rights over duties. The social contract thus secures the citizens’ rights 
to have a job and thus be a part of the community. 
6.1.3 Socialdemokraterne (SD) 
“It has always been beneficial to work but the debate on the unemployed has hit the 
bottom”(Thorning-Schmidt,2012: line 204 - 205) Here Thorning-Schmidt outlines that the duties 
of work have always been prosperous, thus implicitly stating that work plays an important role in 
the society.  
 
She is the only to mention Robert by name, and even though it does not hold great importance 
to the internal discourse on the unemployed, this project found it interesting to show the reader: 
“Lazy Robert as he has been called in the media, goes against the welfare society built on 
solidarity whom are cautious to draw upon common social services” (Thorning-Schmidt, 
2012:340 - 341)  
 
She goes against what she calls the right wing agenda is hypocritical in their attacks on the 
unemployed, she says that they are not weak individuals but rather affected by the financial 
crisis and need jobs. They are need in for a strong community which catches them and helps 
them. 
 
By underlining that the unemployed have the right to get support from the community, she 
emphasizes that the citizen has the right to receive welfare benefits. However she also states 
that work has always been beneficial and thus put comparative importance to the role of work. 
Therefore it is interpreted that the rights Thorning-Schmidt portrays have, to a certain extent, 
precedence over duties in the social contract. 
6.1.4 Radikale Venstre (RV) 
“It is the government’s responsibility to create the foundation for more workplaces and(...) but if 
we want to change Denmark for real we have to stick together, only together we can create a 
change” (Vestager, 2012: line 193 - 195) Furthermore she underlines that for the system to work 
it demands that we all take responsibility. 
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Here she states the government’s role in job creation while emphasizing the citizens’ duty to be 
responsible and do their part. 
 
The relation between rights and duties are portrayed by Vestager as rather interconnected and 
even. She emphasizes that the citizen has a responsibility themselves to fulfill their social 
contract but at the same time the state also has responsibility to provide labor opportunities.  
 
6.1.5 Dansk Folkeparti (DF) 
DF emphasizes the citizenship is evident in this quote: “We have a community, a solidarity with 
one another, which we wish to maintain” (Dahl 2012, line 101) 
 
The rights are outlined by DF as the rights to all of the welfare that the Denmark offers (Dahl 
2012, line 101). However these rights are dependent on the duties that the individual has 
towards the community, as indicated in the quote: “All of us who can - and most of us are able 
to do more than we think - should gather our strengths” (Ibid, line 367) Here it is observed that 
both rights and duties which are constituent elements of the social contract portray DF’s 
conception of the social contract. Furthermore they state that exploitation of these rights should 
have a consequence and should be punished (Ibid.).  
 
DF’s vision of citizenship is that the social contract between citizen and state entails welfare 
rights for everyone. However if one should exploit these rights and thus also exploit the social 
contract consequences has to be enforced and thereby stressing that the relation between 
rights and duties are equal but should be strictly upheld. 
6.1.6 Venstre (V) 
Løkke Rasmussen (2012) hails the different aspects of our welfare state and the fact that these 
benefits is there for everyone (Løkke Rasmussen 2012). However he underlines that for these 
services to exist it implies that we all do our part (Rasmussen, 2012; line 67 - 68). 
He further emphasizes that the impetus of our nation is the love for our community and the 
respect for those who do their part for the community (Rasmussen, 2012: line 46 - 50). 
 
Janus H. í Funningsstovu, Kalle Kuhlmann, Michele Ben Ahmed and Rune Kieran Ching 
3rd Semester Project, Roskilde University, Autumn 2012 
 
43 
Thus for Lars Løkke Rasmussen duties have precedence over rights as he strongly emphasizes 
that rights are a product of duties. In terms of the social contract which, as described in the 
conceptual chapter, the importance of the rights vs. duties aspect in the social contract is 
slightly skewed in favor of duties. 
6.1.7 Konservative Folkeparti (K) 
Barfoed (2012) says that there should be reconsideration with the rights that the state provides, 
he further stresses that the state has become the role of a guardian.  
“It is you, present here in the auditorium - and the rest of the citizens in Denmark that should 
drive this country - and not the state” (Barfoed, 2012: line 104 - 105). Here he emphasizes 
where the duties of the citizen lie and that is towards the state, and not the other way around. 
 
There is no doubt that Barfoed (2012) is of the belief that the welfare state cannot bear the 
further expansion of rights implicit in the current system. He also believes that citizenship is too 
comprehensive and cannot continue, if we are to be viable as a state in the future.   
6.1.8 Liberal Alliance (LA) 
It was in Tivoli’s congress center that the chairman of Liberal Alliance gave his speech. Please 
note that this speech was only available in video format, and therefore there are no line 
references. 
 
“(...)give people hope that there are a place for them in the labor market - in the community.” 
The values that Samuelsen (2012) here puts in play, is that in order to be a part of the 
community there is a clear relation to the actual labor market.  
 
He does not engage in the debate on welfare recipients instead he just says if you are 
unemployed, get a job. (Samuelsen, 2012) Then he states that if you are not a participant on the 
labor market then you are a burden for the community. 
 
To conclude albeit very implicitly he takes the standpoint, that in order to be a part of the 
community you need to be a part of the labor market. Hence Samuelsen (2012) takes the 
position that the duties on the social contract are inextricably connected with the labor market. 
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6.2 External Analysis 
In this chapter we will investigate whether there are any patterns underlying the different 
communicative events that we have chosen. These communicative events refer to the collection 
of political utterings that we have collected as data. We are going to establish what the external 
discourse i.e. the discourse that is portrayed through the media on Robert by the respective 
political parties’ and simultaneously also determining the individuals party’s external discursive 
conceptions of rights and duties, social contract and citizenship.  
 
Subsequently we will in our preliminary findings of the analysis determine what patterns are 
apparent by looking at the discourse in its whole, i.e. the entire discourse on Robert as 
portrayed by the media. By establishing the patterns behind the entire discourse we are able to 
proceed to the two layers of Fairclough’s analytical approach, detailed in the methodological 
chapter. 
 
Firstly it is the textual interpretation of the discourse in order to establish patterns. Secondly it is 
the discursive practices which are connected with the first step, with special emphasis on 
notions such as intertextuality which can discursively establish patterns. These patterns refer to 
the structural composition of the texts, however since it is our intent to uncover the discourse at 
large, the individual text analysis is not the focus of this project. But it is still important to 
determine composition of the texts in order to analyze how the discourse at large treats Robert 
as a symbol and the general attitude towards him expressed throughout our data. 
We will be looking for patterns of the different conceptual understandings with emphasis on 
rights and duties and the social contract/citizenship.  
 
Then we will apply theory to our analysis which we have introduced in the theory section of the 
theoretical framework, this is in order to connect the discourses with social practices. Here the 
special attention will be Fairclough’s theory of hegemonic discourses and Bourdieu’s symbolic 
violence. But first, a brief introduction to the use of communicative tool of agenda-setting.  
 
 
 
 
Janus H. í Funningsstovu, Kalle Kuhlmann, Michele Ben Ahmed and Rune Kieran Ching 
3rd Semester Project, Roskilde University, Autumn 2012 
 
45 
6.2.1 Agenda-Setting 
This section entails how one of the communicative tool from agenda-setting theory has been 
applied and used by the media to create awareness and importance to the external political 
discourse on Robert. The search results are from mediainfo.dk and only national newspapers 
are accounted for here. What is of most interest is the tool of repetition explained in the 
theoretical framework.  
 
All searches are conducted on articles published in the period 1/9-2012 to 1/11-2012, and are 
then compared to the same period of time in 2011.  
 
Search Word  Number of publications 
2012  
Number of publications 
2011 
Lazy Robert 1033 articles No comparative match 
Unemployment 702 articles 578 articles 
“Cash Benefit”16 528 articles 305 articles 
“Cash Benefit Receiver”17 241 articles 99 articles 
 
When delving deeper into how this case have been represented by the media, tools such as 
choice of headline contrary to the content of the article and highlighted sentences, are among 
some of the ways to emphasize importance. And also here there seems to be inconsistencies.  
 
When reading one of the articles being to some extend vague in the attack against Robert, the 
reader is constantly being introduced to other articles with highlighted sentences emphasizing a 
much harsher tone against Robert compared to the article being read, which could lead to a 
harsher perception of the text. The highlighted sentences are as follows: 
 
Mette Frederiksen:  I disapprove the values of Roberts (DR website).  
Robert reveals:  How I secured my 11 years on welfare (DR website). 
                                               
16
 Translated from the Danish word “Kontanthjælp” 
17
 Translated from the Danish word “Kontanthjælpsmodtager” 
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Joachim B. Olsen:  Robert is a product of the looser fabric (BT website). 
 
In addition to this the choice of headline is in general much harsher than the actual content of 
the articles which is best shown in the case of SF that is one of the more neutral parties in their 
utterances though still leaning towards duties, Petersen’s debate starting with his own headline: 
“The lazy attitude of Robert should not be used as an excuse to punish others” (Politiken 
website) shown in size 14 have been surpassed by a much bigger headline by the media, 
saying; “Lazy Robert has a goddamn social duty” in size 27 (Politiken website). 
 
This gives the reader a distorted image of reality and the party`s proper political position on the 
matter is at risk for being overlooked or replaced. 
 
The same method is being repeatedly used throughout most articles either stating the strongest 
utterances against Robert’s actions, although not representative for the content itself. Or if the 
article is of a general harder tone against Robert and at the same time emphasizing solutions 
such as a reform change, there are a more clear relation between the header and the actual 
content.   
 
This project now proceeds to perform an analysis of the external discourses. 
6.2.2 Enhedslisten 
The language of EL is marked by neutral language towards Robert, there are minor usages of 
harsh vocabulary, modalities, metaphors and one example where they compare Robert to other 
media personalities. Both the one of the metaphors and the media personality comparison are 
done to underline that Robert is not a representative example and distance him as a person 
from an actual societal problem. Yet the tone is very moderate, and the usage of above 
mentioned language is very limited albeit still observable. In the following quote we observe the 
distancing of Robert and stressing the fact that he is unrepresentative: 
 
“I would like to say two things about Robert. He is firstly a political project which he himself 
acknowledges. The project is to undermine the welfare state. I do not think that you can 
generalize on this man” (BT Website). 
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EL rejects the validity of Robert as an argument to reform the welfare system, they emphasize 
that he is only a marginal in the statistics and thus does not play any significant role.  
However Peter Engsted Chairman condemns Robert and calls him “a single antisocial person” 
(enhedslisten website). There is no more evidence in the data that can be said to be 
straightforward aggressive towards Robert. 
 
Enhedslisten does not support the notion of Robert being a valid symbol of reform and believe 
that the discussion of him is unnecessary and should not continue. They continue by 
highlighting the importance of work: “You have to be available to the job market and 
employment activation. If you do not, there will be sanctions.” (DR website) so the emphasis on 
work and the duty to work is clear. Since this project examines data within a restricted 
timeframe, and there is only one clear observation of the duties of the citizen in the data 
regarding Enhedslisten, it seems clear that the party’s emphasis are on rights, as rights are 
mentioned implicitly and explicitly multiple times. 
 
According to Enhedslisten the rules concerning the unemployment benefits are strong as it is, 
this can be seen as defensive stance of the current system this is evident in the following quote: 
“It is totally out there to make one example the reason for tightening rules which are already 
very tight(...)” (DR website). 
 
By critique of Venstre’s rhetoric on Robert EL: “Venstre should rather, along with the rest of 
Denmark’s politicians, focus on creating jobs for the many who want them “(DR website). This 
quote gives implicit insight on how they view the social contract, they underline that the state 
should secure jobs for the unemployed.  
It can thus be interpreted that it is the rights of the citizens to get jobs and that it is the state’s 
responsibility to provide these jobs.  
 
6.2.3 Socialistisk Folkeparti 
There are not many articles were the Danish political party SF is joining the debates regarding 
Lazy Robert, which is an interesting observation in itself. This point will be dealt with later in the 
preliminary analysis. They join the debate with a high use of modalities and harsh rhetoric such 
as “clown” detailed below.   
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Parliament member Jesper Petersen wrote a debate that was published in Danish national 
newspaper Politiken. Although he disregards Robert as a representative citizen, Petersen still 
stands against every form of social fraud and thinks it is an immoral act, that shows lack of 
solidarity, which will be delved into later (Politiken website). 
 
Petersen states that there should always be control with who is receiving state benefits and is 
fully able to work at the same time. At the same time emphasizes how people like Robert can be 
found in any system regardless of how well controlled it is, and asks the question whether it is 
fair to tighten the legislation and rules regarding benefits, affecting countless of people, on the 
basis of one single person; a clown, as he puts it. He then refers to the previous legislation 
“poverty benefits18”, which instead of getting more people into the employment field, has created 
a larger social division and has pushed even more people outside the community (Ibid). 
 
In relation to the concepts described in the theoretical framework, SF is commenting on the 
social contract and citizenship in the following quote, emphasizing that there is an actual 
contract between the state and people, constituting that one is expected to be responsible, work 
hard and pay taxes, and in return gets security and a society for everyone but implicitly only 
those who share this view. So according to SF, Robert is going against the social contract even 
though they do not see him as important for an entire discussion about welfare and 
unemployed. ”We have a contract; to work hard, pay taxes, to be responsible citizens - and 
together we can secure our social security and a society, which is prosperous for all.”(Politiken 
website) 
 
It is thus a duty to take up a job if there is any, and take personal responsibility to move in the 
right direction towards a future job, with help from the job centers and the unemployment 
insurance fund. At the same time he stresses the fact that unemployment can never be due to 
laziness on a societal scale. He furthermore supports the welfare model and stresses how our 
cash benefit system is fundamental, within this model, which is responsible for saving countless 
of people from being marginalized for life, if for instance running into a rough period of life, 
privately or work wise. “You do not live life flashy on cash benefits. Far from it. You live and you 
can make it. That is how it is supposed to be in Denmark” “It is obvious that a sharpening of the 
                                               
18
 Fattigdomsydelse 
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cash benefits system will impact those people who have a hard time and are on cash benefits, 
because they do not have any other opportunities” (Politiken website). 
 
In addition to this, most unemployed are, according to Petersen, dreaming of getting back into 
the labor market and he thus reduces Robert to a single case, that should not be used for 
making changes, at the same time as emphasizing, how there must be a reason behind each 
individuals unemployment situation, entitling them to make use of their rights, which is just 
enough to get by as it is.  
 
Petersen emphasizes that it is the obligation of the society as a whole to ensure that there are 
jobs. Thereby he underlines that it is towards the society this obligation lies, which in his 
conception seems to be comprised of the solidarity as indicated by the above quote.  
Thus seemingly moving to the conception of the social contract as being comprised by solidarity 
principles and it is towards this solidarity that Robert breaks with. Moreover they are distancing 
Robert as a societal problem, as they state that when he breaks the social contract, he should 
be sanctioned by the present system. Hence they do not argue for a reformation of the cash 
benefit system at large. SF indicates that the social contract is all-inclusive, but that the duties 
must be followed, in order to receive the rights that the social contract entails. 
 
6.2.4 Socialdemokraterne  
In general the data indicates that the vocabulary is aggressive. However there are a few 
exceptions that are moderate, for instance Helle Thorning-Schmidt who directly suggests a 
proper tone, but still defines Robert as provocative, albeit referring to Robert as ”lazy Robert” 
(Borsen website). There is some minor usage of metaphors and modalities, but the prevalent 
method, most obvious with Mette Frederiksen, is that of repetition to emphasize her content and 
underline what she means. 
 
Concerning the obligations towards the unemployment system, Leif Jahn says: “It is my crystal 
clear opinion that if you want to get anything from the state then you have to do your part. As a 
cash beneficiary you have to do what you can to get closer to job market. Either by having a job 
or commit to an education” (Ekstra Bladet website). Here it is evident that the duties towards the 
state are that you must do your part. This is further underlined by Henrik Sass-Larsen, who is of 
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the opinion that in the case of Robert, one has to take up any job and does not have the right to 
say no in his situation. 
Both Frederiksen and Thorning-Schmidt indicate that Robert is a statistical outlier and that his 
values should not be appreciated nor valued, but they do however still argue that a reformation 
of the system could be needed, because one should not be able to do as Robert does. 
Furthermore, the external discourse of the SD party in terms of the obligation to work and duties 
toward the community seems very much aligned among the politicians portrayed in the data. 
 
The above mentioned quote also indicates that being a good or normal citizen, also entails 
doing your utmost to get back in the labor market, either through employment or further 
education. This observation implies implicitly how rights are to the Danish citizen. 
 
In the following quote Thorning-Schmidt depicts the relation between citizens and welfare 
society as built upon solidarity: “Lazy Robert, as he has been called in the media goes against 
the welfare society built on solidarity between people which are careful with using community 
services Helle Thorning-Schmidt states” (Borsen website). It can be observed that by coupling 
solidarity with community services, she implicitly prioritizes the role of the community or 
solidarity of the Danes over individuals. 
 
By stressing the importance towards the community, SD asserts the importance of work and 
thus also the aspect of duties in the rights vs. duties conception. In their perspective this 
stresses the citizens’ duties in their perspective on the social contract, albeit seemingly 
appealing to the media and the right wing to moderate their utterings, as it might lead to labeling 
the unemployed whom, as they say, are truthfully in a bad situation. However the data in this 
project indicates that the general trend among the SD is a strong emphasis on the need for the 
citizens to do their part and thus places duties over rights. 
 
6.2.5 Det Radikale Venstre 
The party has kept a very low profile in the Robert case. They have not participated in discourse 
about attacking Robert personal choices and moral. Thus the textual analysis of their portrayal 
of Robert is not relevant.  
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Party leader Margrethe Vestager, when addressed with debate on the case of Robert, concurs 
with the consensus, which was agreed in the preceding debate program19, about the system not 
functioning optimally, and indicates that it is in need of a reform. She then follows up by pointing 
to some specific problems in the structure of reengaging the unemployed and she does not 
engage directly in the debate of Robert. 
However, she implicitly puts some essential values at play when agreeing that it is the system 
that is at fault and further stresses that the system has to work better, to get people back out on 
the labor market. When agreeing that the system is not working optimally in the case of Robert, 
she is implicitly indicating, that what Robert is doing is wrong, because if his conduct is a reason 
to why the system is not functioning optimally, implicitly in an optimal system such conduct 
would not be possible (Information website).  
 
Furthermore, when she follows up on this by discussing that the system for unemployed need to 
be better to re-engage unemployed on the labor market, she is adding to the discourse that it is 
a responsibility for the state to make it possible for people to work (Ibid). Hence it is not only the 
citizens’ responsibility to fulfill their duties by taking up work, but also a responsibility of the state 
to provide the possibility to do so. Hence she is indicating a very mutual relation between the 
two concepts of rights and duties in the social contract conception as portrayed by the RV. 
 
6.2.6 Dansk Folkeparti  
The language of DF is very consequent oriented, specifying and stressing that the responsibility 
of the case of Robert lies with the employment minister and does not so much focus Robert. 
“(...) It must have consequences, if you are not available for the labor market, says Bent 
Bøgsted (...)” (BT website). As the quote indicates and the data in general from DF, the 
language and vocabulary seem fairly passive, and there is almost no use of modalities and 
metaphors. 
 
DF condemns Robert, but have a more action oriented approach, calling for action instead of 
critique on Robert himself. Bent Bøgsted suggests that Robert should be forced to work at Park 
og Vej20. The work ethic should be forced on Robert. It is further suggested that the SD minister 
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of employment should actively sanction Robert as soon as possible, as he publicly denies to live 
up to the obligation of being available for the job market. Hence he fails to live up to his duties 
as a citizen in terms of Robert’s role as a cash beneficiary (Ibid). 
 
It is observed that there is a strong emphasis on duties over rights, as portrayed when they 
believe that Robert harms the community and therefore it is the government’s responsibility to 
sanction him. 
 
The government, led by SD, is blamed for allowing Robert to hide in the system. The 
unemployment centers should be allowed to use more and harsher sanctions against its clients, 
in the welfare state, which manipulates the system like Robert. Furthermore they propose the 
employment minister should have more control with the local jobs centers and thus implicitly are 
proposing a tightening of the cash benefit system. 
 
As the following quote indicates, DF’s stance on the exploitation of taxpayers money is “unjust”. 
“(...)It is very unjust if people feel that their taxes are being misused” (BT website). In their 
perspective, this appears to form a connection with the conception of rights and tax payments 
and implicitly also how the rights of the each citizen is to not have their tax payments misused 
by other citizens and any citizen who breaks these rights should be sanctioned accordingly. 
Hence DF’s perceptions of the social contract are made up by rights as the outcome of the 
duties.  
 
6.2.7 Venstre  
The language portrayed in V’s political discourse is marked by aggressive language, a high 
extent of modalities and minor usage of metaphors such as “parasite” and “welfare criminal21” 
(Politiken website). It is especially Jakob Engel-Schmidt that displays a seemingly hostile intent 
towards Robert. 
 
The party’s different politicians exhibit a relatively mutual line in terms of the unemployment 
benefits that Robert receives. They portray the system as too lenient. An example of this is 
found in this quote: “It is the society that provides for him. People that go to the slaughterhouse 
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in the morning and cut out tenderloins all day. They pay for his right to be a parasite on the 
society. That is not okay” (Politiken website). Here they point out that since Robert legally has 
the right to be what they label as a parasite, he is actually contesting V’s conception of rights, 
because if he is just exercising his rights as they currently and legally are he should not be 
considered a parasite unless their conception, of what rights a citizen should legally maintain, 
differs from what the present system consists of. 
 
In the same article and generally throughout the discourse, they call for reform of the cash 
benefits system. These are traits of duties in the rights vs. duties conception. Albeit some 
contradictions, as for instance Ellen Trane Nørbys utterings against Leif Jahn (SD), indicating 
that he falls short for blaming the incidence on the Job centers and thereby the society. Nørby 
then goes on later in the article to argue for a reform of the cash benefits. “Venstre wishes for a 
cash benefits reform. It should be beneficial to work instead of receiving cash benefits” 
(Politiken website). It seems paradoxical in terms of her argument against Jahn, she goes on to 
talk of reform. Generally the data shows similarity in the party’s rhetoric on Robert on the 
question of duties of the citizen. 
 
The rights aspect in V’s external discourse, as mediated by the media, is present, yet to some 
degree harder to observe. For instance Nørby expresses concern on how Robert misuses the 
system to his own benefit, a system which is meant for those who have a hard time. She further 
describes other hard working citizens as: “They do not always have a dream job but they take 
responsibility, make a difference that makes the society function”( Venstre Website). In this 
quote Nørby indicated that duties are connected with work and that you must perform your 
duties in order for society to function and consequently provide the citizen with rights and thus 
stressing V’s understanding of duties over rights. 
 
The general outline of the data in the case of V seems to indicate that the conceptions of the 
social contract are mostly centered on duties, yet implicitly also focuses on rights and how 
Robert is able to legally contest their conception of rights. They suggest reform in order to 
prohibit similar instances from happening again. 
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6.2.8 Konservative Folkeparti  
K’s language in the case of Robert is very moderate, there are no use of aggressive language 
nor any modalities to highlight subsequent points. He only directly calls Robert lazy when 
referring to the nickname already given to Robert, as presented in previous utterings in the 
media. Hence he is referring to the current media discourse on Robert.  
 
Rasmus Jarlov (K) states that Özlem Cekic’s (SF) defeat in the case of Poor Carina22 and Lazy 
Robert’s illustrative example are very important, because they move more opinions than 
anything else and creates a majority in the population to make reforms (Politiken website).  
When he states that the examples of Carina and Robert creates a majority in the population to 
make reforms, he is, besides making an unwarranted claim that they have created a majority for 
reforms, implying that these persons and similar cases are a problem for the state.  
“They can with their examples demonstrate what an untenable welfare system we have in 
Denmark” (Ibid.) He is thus not only saying that these persons are a problem, but moreover that 
the whole system is faulty because, if they are examples of an untenable welfare system, the 
system as it is now, must allow these cases. He elaborates on this by saying: “(…) as long as 
the system is as it is, people will use the rights that they have. Regardless of it is morally correct 
or not”. Furthermore he states that the system must be changed so people do not abuse it 
(ibid.). 
 
Hence it is some of the rights that citizens maintain that is untenable, because even though it 
might be morally wrong, people will use their rights. However for the usage of rights to be 
abuse, it must imply an infringement on the basis for which these rights is given, that is social 
contract and the implicit concept of rights and duties. The problem of their usage of rights must 
therefore lie in the relationship between rights and duties. 
 
He is thus implicitly saying that exercising one’s rights in the manner of Robert and similar 
cases are morally wrong, because they are not fulfilling their duties as citizens and 
consequently they are not fulfilling their social contract. However, he concludes by saying that it 
is ambivalent and meaningless to first create a welfare state where one can do as Robert and 
then subsequently demonize him for doing so (Ibid.) He is thus disregarding discussing Robert 
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as an individual and whether his actions are right or wrong. Instead he sees Robert as a symbol 
of the outcome of having a welfare system in its current form. 
 
To conclude, Rasmus Jarlov, the only prominent person (although not a member of the 
parliament since 2011) from K to directly comment and engage in the discussion of Robert, is 
adding to the discourse that Robert and similar cases are a problem for the functionality of a 
welfare system, as they are able to maintain full rights as citizens, even though they do not fulfill 
their duties as citizens and consequently fails to fulfill their social contract.  
 
Rasmus Jarlov is thus following the discourse that the rights of a citizen should come as a 
product of their duties and therefore, according to him and the K party, the duties should have 
precedence of the rights and hence the rights should be given through a fulfillment of the social 
contract. However, he states that it is because of how the welfare system is constructed 
currently, that it is possible to do as Robert does, and therefore the system has to be changed 
because people will always make maximum use of their rights.  
 
6.2.9 Liberal Alliance   
The rhetoric’s of LA are very harsh with multiple uses of metaphors, aggressive vocabulary and 
low usage of modalities. As an example of metaphor they use the “loser factory23”. 
 
(...)”It is an insult to all those people who get up in the morning, and take all those jobs which 
Robert will not take and who have to work more and pay higher taxes. It is morally 
reprehensible, says Joachim B. Olsen to Robert Nielsen” (DR website). 
 
Robert does not fulfill his duties and therefore he is not entitled to his rights. It is explicit in the 
discourse of LA that Robert’s actions are morally despicable, and that he lacks work ethic. They 
underline that people like Robert are destroying the country, and undermining work ethic. Thus 
they stress their viewpoint that work and duties are interconnected and when Robert does not 
wish to work, he consequently is not a responsible citizen. 
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“I would like to underline, that I do not have a problem with people who will not work. We are 
free individuals and if people do not want to work, then they do not have to. We are not slaves. 
But they cannot expect to just receive from the state. We cannot forces taxpayers to pay high 
taxes, because we have to finance services to people who do not want to work” (BT website). 
As interpreted in this quote Robert has control over his own life and can do what he wants, but 
he is living of cash benefits which the community pays for through taxes, which are funded by 
other citizens, as long as he and others like him refuse to work. Therefore his lifestyle harms 
other people, and he should be sanctioned. It is implicit in this statement that if one does not 
want to fulfill one’s duty to society by working and thus paying taxes, one should not be able to 
just receive cash benefits from the state, and hence one should be deprived from some of the 
rights upheld as a citizen. Moreover it is implicitly stated that it is the individual's own 
responsibility to ensure their living conditions. 
 
Nonetheless LA are arguing Robert is acting rationally, because the welfare state or in other 
words the systems allows it. They argue that he is a product of the system: (...)”The Social 
Democratic welfare state is a loser factory. I mean that Robert is a concrete example of this. 
There is something completely wrong with this society. It is a sick and degenerated society, 
which allow people year after year to be on public care without it having consequence. It is a 
scandal, says Joachim B. Olsen” (BT website). 
They strongly indicate that the welfare state has created Robert, and what is needed now is a 
change of the system through reforms. LA predicts that Denmark is on the path to catastrophe, 
because a large segment of the population do not fulfill their duties but uphold all the rights 
given to citizens through the social contract, but this can be changed through reforms.  
The incentives to work should be expanded by cutting social services and taxes. People like 
Robert need motivation to perform their duties as citizens: “A guy like him should not even enter 
job activation, he should just be cut-off from his cash benefits, and then he will probably find 
something to do when he runs out of money” (BT website). 
 
To conclude LA says that it is the current composition of the welfare system that allows Robert 
and people like him to use their rights without doing their duties and providing for the society. 
They argue that a guy like Robert should lose one of his rights, namely the right to cash 
benefits, so he would be compelled to do his duty and get a job. Furthermore they state that we 
are free individuals in Denmark so if one does not wish to work, one should be allowed to, but 
Janus H. í Funningsstovu, Kalle Kuhlmann, Michele Ben Ahmed and Rune Kieran Ching 
3rd Semester Project, Roskilde University, Autumn 2012 
 
57 
consequently should not be able to receive any cash benefits at the cost of others. Hence it is 
the duty of the citizen not to restrict the rights of others.  
 
6.3 Preliminary Findings of Analysis 
In this subchapter the focus is to determine patterns across the political spectrum, together with 
an outline of any differences between the political parties’ internal discourse on Robert and what 
is being articulated externally. In addition to this, the concept of hegemony will be introduced as 
this tool will provide insight on how a certain discourse becomes dominant and also which 
political parties stand outside this dominant discourse. 
 
6.3.1 Robert as a Symbol 
There is a general opposition against Robert and his actions throughout the entire political 
spectrum, though it is very different how this is expressed and whether or not his actions can be 
generalized, to count for unemployed in general. 
  
EL and SF both disregard Robert as being representative and valid for this discussion. EL 
distances Robert as a symbol of the problem as a single asocial person, and further 
emphasizes that cheaters comes in any form and is not necessarily in relation to the weakest of 
society.   
 
Albeit implicitly saying that Robert’s actions as a person is wrong, SF reduces him to a single 
example that have nothing to do with societal problems at large.  
 
RV is more neutral on this matter when addressed with the matter of Robert and do not 
comment on Robert as neither a person nor a symbol but goes straight to a discussion of the 
functionality of the current system.  
 
SD join the notion of Robert not being a representative symbol of the unemployed they still use 
him as a symbol in the point of departure for a discussion of the unemployment system. They 
define Robert as lazy and provoking and furthermore follow the discourse that Robert’s actions 
are wrong and should not be valued. 
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V is harsh in their rhetoric towards Robert as he is categorized as a parasite and even though V 
notes Robert as an unimportant example statistically, they choose to a large extent to treat 
Robert as a principal problem and as starting point for a critique on the current welfare system.  
 
K takes the standpoint that Robert is interesting but not as a person and K disregards 
discussing individual cash beneficiaries as such. The interest in Robert is rather as a symbol 
and K directly connects Robert as an indicator of what is essentially wrong with the present 
system.  
 
Unlike K, LA treat Robert as a person and as a symbol, they indicate that Robert is a symptom 
of the present day system and that it is rational to act like he does, since there is no incentive to 
work. 
 
The various symbolic and personal usages of Robert have been portrayed in this subsection, in 
order to understand the social contract through the attacks on Robert, this project will now 
investigate the general discourse of the analysis and how it is connected with the social 
contract. 
 
6.3.2 Social Contract  
All the political parties do to different extent condemn the actions of Robert, but with departure 
in different criteria or reasons, which will here be discussed in relation to our conceptual 
framework. This is done with the intend of deducing the most dominant perception of 
citizenship, that can then be interpreted and discussed in the following chapter in relation to 
social practice. 
 
The common ground for the discourse on the social contract is that it is comprised of two vital 
aspect, rights and duties. However where the discourse differs, along the political spectrum, is 
in their understanding of rights and duties. What can be generalized upon through the data are 
the themes, topics and interrelationship. In the theory chapter the concept of intertextuality is 
introduced which denotes the connection of, and relation between different communicative 
events. This notion is that of intertextuality which is observed in the analysis. 
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6.3.3 Rights & Duties in Relation to Social Contract 
Even though the entire political spectrum to some degree condemns Robert’s attitude and 
actions there are essential differences in the reason behind. From SD to LA there is an 
emphasis on the lack of fulfillment of duties as a citizen and thus also the fulfillment of the social 
contract. Through the responsibility towards the community, SD stresses the importance of 
fulfilling one’s duties as a citizen and thus inherently taking up work and paying taxes. V follows 
in line with this perception of the problem but differentiates from SD as their conception of duties 
entails an individual responsibility to find work whereas SD commits to a communal sense of 
responsibility of providing the possibility to work.  
DF suggests harsher consequences and suggests more obligations to maintain cash benefits, in 
the form of tighter control of unemployment, and hereby highlighting the meaning of duties.  
By exercising the rights K means it is natural that you must abide to your duties as well. 
However they point out that since the current relation between rights and duties is skewed they 
propose a change of the system, albeit no specific explanation of how the relation is between 
these two concepts is clear. 
 
LA emphasizes the individual rights of the citizens, but however when one receives welfare 
benefits, like Robert does through his cash benefits, the citizen loses his right to do as he 
please and hence when using ones rights, inherently some duties will follow. Furthermore LA’s 
perception of the social contract differs, as the duty and rights entailed, are towards and 
between citizens and not only the state. Hence it is an individual right, that the taxes is not being 
misused and thus his only duty is not to restrict others of their rights. 
 
EL emphasizes the role of the state as the job provider. Thus the unemployed have the right to 
receive jobs and they are obliged to take them or otherwise participate in enhancing their 
qualifications and thus potentially be available for the job market at some point in time. As an 
individual it is your right to demand that the state secures jobs and consequently your duty to do 
your part. 
 
SF indicates that the individual has a responsibility towards the community, moreover a right, 
which is constituted by the community. Thus you have to do your part in terms of social contract 
and an obligation to work if the community needs it. Hereby underlining that the relation of one’s 
rights to duties, it is clearly essential that your duties towards the community must be followed. 
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Following a similar line in a quite equal conception of rights and duties in comparison to each 
other, RV lies in the middle and this project perceives their conceptions of the concepts so 
closely, that it is not possible to analyze which one of the concepts have more emphasis than 
the other. 
 
6.3.4 The Hegemonic Discourses 
By summing up on the preliminary analysis, there are several observations which are quite 
insightful in terms of the data itself, concerning how active the parties have been in response to 
Robert. For instance it is clear that SD is the most active in the time frame, which forms the 
foundation for this project, followed closely by V and LA, see method chapter section 4.1 Data 
Collection. On the other hand the least responsive parties SF, RV and K with only one uttering 
each on the case, in the same time frame.  
 
This gives rise to delve into which factors might be at play affecting the high response from 
certain parties’ and less response from others, which will be touched upon in the discussion 
part. These differences furthermore underpin, and will inevitably have an effect on the outcome 
if the most active utterances stem from the same discursive practice. Thus implying, and leading 
up to Fairclough’s notion of hegemony. 
 
From the above stated section it can be derived that the hegemonic discourse on Robert and 
his position towards (re)employment and cash benefits, are considered as a societal problem, 
albeit to varying degrees, by the majority of the political spectrum. He is generally described as 
antisocial towards community, state, system, fellow citizens and the Scandinavian welfare state 
as a whole, depending on the different angles, the different political parties have on the issue. 
However, most of the parties, with exception of EL and SF, point out that Robert is a symbol or 
a consequence of a societal problem. The degree to what this societal problem consists of, 
however, is a dispute between the parties. Nonetheless there is a hegemonic discourse that 
Robert’s conduct is possible due to the current composition of the cash benefit system and the 
system thus needs reformation.  
There is a minor opposing discourse from SF and EL, as they do not agree that Robert depict a 
structural problem within the cash benefit system, but rather that he is a single antisocial person 
and should thus not function as an argument for reformation of the system. However, at the 
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same time, they underpin the hegemonic discourse as they are still agreeing that Robert’s 
attitude is a problem and hence helps to emphasize that there is a problem present. 
 
In order to establish or analyze what the discourse in general is concerning rights and duties 
and subsequently the social contract, it is necessary to analyze the text for interpretations of the 
social contract. What was observed is that in the rights and duties conception, the dominant 
focus is on duties. However, there are alterations in terms of who these duties are towards e.g. 
the state, the community, other citizens, the citizen himself, the Scandinavian welfare state etc. 
Duties are overall being emphasized over rights, as it spans over the most number of 
utterances, as well as political parties, they also include the strongest use of wording. Drawing 
upon the analysis of all the political parties, it can thus be established, that duties take 
precedence over rights in the hegemonic discourse. In all cases the focus is also on the rights, 
but as these two concepts are interlinked, a larger emphasis on duties leads to less importance 
of rights.  
 
There are two outliers in terms of the duties, while the opposing discourse which emphasize 
rights over duties, is only embodied in one example, namely that of EL. The other outlier is the 
case of RV, in which it was not possible to locate in rights and duties conception, as they stress 
equal importance of the two concepts. However, as indicated above, EL does align with the 
hegemonic discourse in terms of the condemnation of Robert, yet this is not apparent in EL’s 
conceptions of rights. 
 
This leads to the final and remaining points in the analysis of the social contract, in terms of the 
hegemonic discourses. It is observed in general that all parties believe that Robert breaks with 
the social contract, as all the different parties emphasize the importance of work.  
It can also be observed that all parties adhere to the principle and concept of the social contract 
and citizenship. Yet this is perhaps fairly obvious, since the social contract is a contract between 
state and individual, and that a political party present in the parliament would under most 
conditions have the tendency to support a system of some sort, as the social contract forms the 
state and vice versa and they themselves are a part of this system.  
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6.3.5 Symbolic Violence as a Social Practice 
As indicated earlier the social contract is formed by rights and duties, and what connects the 
citizen to the state is the social contract. The social contract, and implicitly rights and duties, can 
thus be interpreted as the cultural contract between state and individual. According to 
Bourdieu’s theory of symbolic violence, the dominant class, in a specific field, will have the 
symbolic power to define what the correct understanding of reality will be in the particular field. 
In this case the field is the social contract between state and citizen and the dominant class will 
thus be the politicians, as they have the actual power to make political changes and any 
utterances in this field will presumably be considered important by the citizens, as the 
politicians, if they have the majority in the parliament that is, have the power to follow up on their 
utterances with actual political changes. So utterances by politicians, in the field of the social 
contract, will hence be of special weight for the citizen, especially if the utterance is more or less 
in line with a hegemonic political discourse. 
 
When Robert then states that he is unwillingly to take up any work and in general is fine with 
receiving cash benefits and thus is publically admitting not to live up to his social contract, he is 
offering an alternative interpretation of the social contract. This is seen as unacceptable by a 
majority of the dominant class, i.e. the politicians, as seen in our data. The most prevalent and 
obvious way, in which the politicians exercise their symbolic violence, seems to be through the 
use of language. The use of language, in terms of condemnation of Robert, indicates that there 
is a connection between the hegemonic discourse and how language is used. The hegemonic 
discourse as established in the above chapter, revolves around duties over rights, and it is this 
discourse and conception of rights and duties, that the culture and consequently politicians 
common depiction of the social contract which is being symbolically pushed through discourse. 
It seems to be propelled through the use of rhetorics and harsh discourse is the vehicle for 
symbolic violence.  
 
Furthermore when many of the politicians use Robert as a general symbol of the unemployed, 
these harsh utterances can be interpreted as symbolic violence towards the unemployed at 
large. Their position in society is thus marginalized when Robert is categorized as lazy, a 
parasite and a welfare criminal.  
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6.3.6 Reform Change as a Social practice 
As it is hinted several times throughout the analytical chapter, there is one recurring theme that 
of system. More specifically the hegemonic discourse on the lack of fulfillment of duties, in the 
conception of the social contract, seem to be closely connected with the system and thus 
consequently a reform of it. When the political spectrum responds to the case of Robert, there 
are many utterings which propose reform or demand reform, and that Robert seems to a varying 
degree to be a symbol, symptom or product of something that is broken. The observation that 
the majority of the parties wish to stop this incident from happening again is a superficial 
observation. Closely examining the texts has revealed attacks on the system or 
recommendation to change it in almost all of the political parties’ utterances except in that of EL 
and SF. 
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7.0 Discussion 
In this chapter we will introduce the points which we have found in the analysis. We have 
indicated that there are several hegemonic discourses, firstly and the most apparent discourse 
is that of the condemnation of Robert.  
Secondly, there seems to be a linkage across the majority of the parties in terms of how to deal 
with Robert. As we have indicated in the analysis most parties call for a reform of the current 
system, albeit the definition of this reform is unclear it is clear that reform of the system is a key 
topic and a hegemonic discourse as a majority of the parties in parliament subscribe to this 
topic.  
Thirdly, the evidence or data suggests that there are, to some degree, only one party which 
does not follow the main topic and thus the hegemonic discourse. We will discuss what may lay 
behind this observation.  
The first point to discuss is the difference in the external discourse from the internal discourse. 
This difference or inconsistency could point towards what role the media play as the mediator.  
7.1 Internal vs. External Discourse 
The internal and external discourses, regarding the social contract and the implied concepts of 
duties and rights, differs to varying degrees in some of the parties along the political spectrum. 
This could be due to the media’s agenda setting of the subject and the media influence on the 
hegemonic discourse. As a majority of the politicians’ state that they feel that the media have a 
large degree of agenda setting power, it can be argued that they could feel compelled to 
respond on the subject and furthermore with a influenced angle due to discourse that the media 
introduces when presenting the issue. If the agenda setting of the issue, and the values implicit, 
has coherence with the political line of a party, that party and its politicians will thus have a 
strong incentive to be active in the debate and position themselves and the values which they 
stand for. 
However if the agenda setting of the issue is incompatible with the values of some political 
parties or merely if they believe that engaging in the debate would weaken their position, could 
also make some politicians keep quiet or moderate their utterances.  
To highlight these possible inconsistencies an internal and external discourse, on the relevant 
concepts in the actual debate, were composed from each of the different parties. 
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7.2 Internal & External Discourse & the Media 
LA’s utterances on the subject are coherent. They state both internally and externally that the 
importance of work, and your duties towards work, are essential in the responsible individual 
citizens’ self-perception. Even though the case of Robert is quite extraordinary, they state that 
he is not a single case and that there are multiple people like him. In their wording they 
emphasize that it is rational to not be employed under the current social contract, as it enables 
people like Robert to misuse their rights as they please. In terms of the agenda set by the media 
there is not much difference in the values presented internally and externally. However as the 
values at play, in the presented issue, are in line with the values the party discusses in their 
internal discourse, they have a good basis to come out strong in the media. Their media 
response towards Robert is aggressive and further states that there are many like Robert and 
thus establishes it is a common problem. The harsh language used in the external discourse, 
compared with the language used to depict this group of people in the internal discourse, 
indicates that agenda setting has mostly influenced LA in terms of their language, wording, 
vocabulary etc. They do not change their conceptions of how the social contract is connected 
with duties. Thus the agenda setting influence on LA is mostly observed when comparing with 
their response towards the case of Robert. 
 
In comparison K has been peculiarly quiet regarding this issue, as they have only commented 
directly on the issue once. However, the values expressed, internally and externally, has a 
coherence. They have an emphasis on the duties of the citizen towards the state both internally 
and externally. 
The agenda set on the issue should also allow them to position themselves strongly in the field, 
why it is also interesting, why they have not been more active in the debate, than what has been 
the case. The language use externally was also very moderate which further underlines this 
notion. A possible assumption might be merely a strategically positioning of themselves. As 
Jarlov indicates in the external discourse, it is important not to demonize a citizen, who in their 
belief, is a product of the structure of the system and thus they do not want to partake in the 
stigmatization of a citizen. Instead they wish to turn the focus on what they propose is the 
source of the problem, that is namely the welfare system itself of which Robert is a product of.  
 
V follows a bit in the same line albeit with differences. They have a coherent line between the 
values expressed internally and externally. Internally they strongly advocate that a citizen has to 
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do his duties and provide for the society. The case of Robert, and the values placed on the 
agenda, therefore provides a foundation for V to position themselves in the debate, as the 
values discussed are a part of the political standpoint that V has towards the unemployment 
system, thus providing a valuable platform for V’s politics. It can be interpreted from the 
language used in their utterings on the case of Robert, that this notion of similarity between 
internal and external discourse supports a relatively aggressive approach to how to deal with 
Robert. He is being used a symbol as they use him to highlight what is wrong with the current 
cash benefit system, and when they categorize Robert as a parasite in their language they use 
Robert as a platform to criticize the system. They thus add to the discourse that the current cash 
benefit system should be reformed, because it should not be possible to live as a parasite on 
the rest of the society, and they argue that a continuation of this practice will lead to an potential 
downfall of the system.  
 
DF follows the trend of V in terms of how their internal and external discourses are aligned in 
terms of their perception of duties in the social contract. They have a consequence oriented 
rhetoric internally if a citizen should fail to comply to his duties. This rhetoric is then followed in 
connection with Robert.  As the hegemonic discourse on Robert suggests that he is not living up 
to the obligations and has not been sanctioned properly, when he has been 11 years on cash 
benefits and does not express any will or initiative to reenter on the labor market. DF follows up 
on this agenda setting of Robert by calling for consequence, as Robert has been actively able to 
misuse the system for his own benefits. Thus it can be interpreted that the call for consequence 
is very similar with their own internal and external discourses, as they stress penal 
measurements if any individual does not do his duty towards the community. 
 
RV does not express much externally in connection with Robert. They avoid commenting on his 
case directly, but consents with the hegemonic discourse that the system is not working 
properly since his conduct has been possible. They can thus be argued to have an 
inconsistency between their internally expressed values, where they emphasize that all citizens 
has a responsibility to fulfill their social contract and do their part. It can therefore be rendered 
noteworthy that they do not position themselves in the debate when they could just follow their 
internal discourse on such a matter, when the agenda has been set as it has. 
However they also underline that the government has a responsibility to provide the opportunity 
for work and it might be here that the reason for their silence on the subject should be found. 
They are currently a part of the government and an aggressive handling of the case could thus 
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backfire as Robert’s situation could highlight their own failure, as government to provide the 
needed job opportunities, when they themselves express that this is a governmental 
responsibility. 
 
Nonetheless this did not prevent the SD from coming out in a relatively aggressive manner in 
terms of the discourse on Robert. However this does not mean that there was coherence 
between their internal and external discourse on the matter. Internally they criticize the debate 
on the cash beneficiaries to have become unsavory, but externally they themselves in various 
situations come out aggressively. The values they express, in connection with the debate, can 
therefore, in several instances, be argued as ambiguous. Internally they stress that the citizen 
has the right to receive cash benefits if unemployed, but externally they attack Robert for doing 
so. This can be due to the excessive media attention the issue has gotten and the following 
agenda that has been set. As the leading government party they could have been compelled to 
engage in the debate and position themselves, as SD has been the most active party to 
respond to the case, even though the hegemonic discourse is conflictual with their internal 
discourse. According to this, SD should perhaps refrain with the wide use of utterances, 
however the analysis on SD contradicts this notion, as they have the most utterances on 
Robert, which indicated that it might be SD´s role as the leading governmental party which 
compels them to respond to the case, and to the large extent which they have responded. 
 
In contrast to the frequent utterings of SD, the subtle approach to the case of Robert that SF 
has is a point of interest. The internal discourse of SF highlights the importance of work for all, 
and if the citizen is in need for help, the state should provide. They stress the importance of the 
welfare model and how it is vital to keep the cash beneficiary system active. SF emphasizes 
that Robert is not representative of the unemployed, and that he does not pose a societal 
problem. This forms the foundation under the argument that they perhaps hold themselves back 
as they, contrary to the hegemonic discourse, do not define Robert as a product, but rather as 
an outlier, and a reformation of a system should not be based on the utterances of a single 
person. Both internally and externally they stress the importance of solidarity, and since Robert 
does not live up to his societal obligations and that he in general possesses an antisocial 
attitude towards the system. Their attacks on Robert as a person should therefore not be seen 
as an inconsistency as they only attack him as an individual whom contests their conception of 
solidarity and therefore they do not argue for a reformation of the system. In the external 
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discourse on Robert they indicate directly that unemployment should never be the result of 
laziness, thus further supporting their attack on Robert in the external discourse.  
 
EL disregards Robert as representative and consequently also disproves him as a symbol and 
hereby EL aligns with the depiction of Robert that SF also has.  
They stress that the current system is already very strict, and they are against any further 
tightening. This is in direct contrast with the hegemonic discourse on Robert which, as most 
parties adhere to, suggests a tightening of the system. 
Despite going against the hegemonic discourse on Robert they maintain this position. The 
opposing stance to the hegemonic discourse could also be the reason for their relatively low 
participation in the debate as opposing the hegemonic discourse could be perceived as a 
defense of Robert, although they do distance themselves from his actions. 
In regard to the distancing of Robert in the external discourse, they characterize him as a single 
antisocial individual, they could have used their opportunity to try to defend the system as it is 
now by being more participative. Nonetheless they chose to remain relatively inactive. This 
might indicate that the agenda setting is too strong, and that they do not have a wish to go 
against it. 
 
 
7.3 Media influence 
The inconsistencies that we have observed through the comparisons of the internal and external 
discourses expressed by the respective political parties, can be explained by the agenda setting 
theory in numerous ways (see section 6.2.1). The important fact that Robert himself has a 
political agenda and in addition is a spokesperson for the political party named “Nihilistisk 
Folkeparti” which in its ideologically rejects moral values of any sort, has not been mentioned by 
the media, except when EL points it out in one of the articles, although holding much importance 
to the matter. By not mentioning Robert’s political agenda, or the values that he holds, the 
media does not portray that the individual himself at least as Robert defines himself. 
Furthermore the inconsistencies from the internal to the external discourse could display the 
media’s influence, through the agenda setting, on the values the politicians utter. This can be 
seen as the external discourse is much harder in its utterances towards Robert compared to the 
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internal discourse within each political party. This is exemplified in the example with SD as 
outlined in the previous subchapter (7.1.1).  
The media can thus be argued to influence the politicians’ utterance to some extent even 
though it is not possible to determine to which extent. However as a majority of the politicians’ 
state that they feel the media has a great agenda setting power, this notion itself can reinforce 
the media’s influence.  
 
Some of the political parties have furthermore moved the  their original values regarding the 
concept of social contract and citizenship mentioned at their annual meetings, to be more in line 
with the hegemonic discourse.  
 
7.4 Conceptions of Duties/Rights 
Summing up on all the points in the discussion of the rights and duties, we determine that the 
different conceptions which have been portrayed by the parties are the elements which form the 
social contract. It can also be concluded that these elements vary from party to party. It is 
observed that there in some cases are changes in rights and duties between the external and 
internal discourse. Despite all the different conceptions of the social contract there is common 
denominator, this is observed in the hegemonic external discourse where the majority of all the 
parties have the emphasis on rights over duties.  
 
What seems to be evident, as to why the conceptions do differ, is the notion of ideology. 
However there are only two clear cases which do portray unambiguously explain that support 
this notion. 
 
In the internal discourse of LA, it is clear to see the connection between labor market and the 
community. These are the conceptions which are heavily emphasized both in their external and 
internal versions of the social contract. In their external discourse they blame the system for 
creating these individuals and LA follows a very similar line in their depiction of the current 
system in the internal discourse. What seems to be underlying in LA’s conceptions of the social 
contract is their ideology. It is apparent that there is a strong focus on the individual in which the 
conceptions are centered around. Especially the way they emphasize that Robert is violating 
their version of the social contract, he fails to comply with his duties towards his fellow citizens 
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in terms of imposing himself on his fellow citizens’ rights, not to have their tax payments 
misused. This seems much in line with traditional liberalism. The aspect of liberalism most 
apparent here is the individual right to not have their freedom misused by the state nor by any 
other citizen. Thus the connection between the loss of freedom as a result of Robert’s imposing 
of himself on their fiscal freedom seems very evident given the indications of the data in their 
external discourse.  
Similarly EL also has clear connections with their ideology portrayed in the discourse. The 
notion of socialism which is very closely tied with the concept of solidarity between the citizens 
and they social contract is determined in the case of EL.  
 
In the data that has been analyzed the party which is mostly equal in their internal and external 
discourse is RV, thus they follow quite the above mentioned examples to some degree but do 
trump them in terms of alignment. They avoid that they do not wish to utter or use Robert 
neither as a symbol nor as a point of departure 
 
It is clear that the discourse is affected by the different conceptions of the social contract, and 
that the discourse itself is a variable which constructs the discursive conceptions of the social 
contract and consequently also the citizenship. Built on the notion of hegemony, it can be 
concluded that these discourses which are both inter-textual and consented meaning that the 
way in which the discourses affect one another is portrayed through an exchange of meanings, 
or semiosis. Thus the discourse on Robert is forming the various conceptions and the 
theoretical fundament support this argument is that hegemony. It can then be concluded that the 
dominant discourse has through both symbolic violence and hegemony established itself, and 
this discourse seems to indicate a special attention to duties over rights. 
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8.0 Conclusion 
What does the political discourse regarding the case of Robert tell us about the concept of 
social contract and how do the media influence this discourse? 
 
The social contract is composed of both fixed laws decided in the parliament which entails 
both what legal rights a citizen possess and some of the duties a citizen has to comply with. 
However some parts of the social contract and consequently both the duties and the rights 
of the citizen are only stated as principles and are not judicially fixed. Parts of the social 
contract are therefore up for debate and can be contested. The general perception of the 
social contract is therefore, to a large extent, constructed by the hegemonic discourse at 
that point in time. 
 
In the issue of Robert it was this relationship between rights and duties, which was 
contested and thus lead to a following debate of these. The entire political spectrum 
expressed that they did not feel, that Robert complied with his duties as a citizen, as he 
made clear through his utterances that even though he legally complied with the criteria to 
be a cash beneficiary, he was actually not available for the labor market as he did not want 
to take up just any work.  
However how to handle this contestation varied between the political parties. The 
hegemonic discourse on this was that the cash benefit system needed a reformation, either 
because Robert was a product of this system or because the current composition of the 
system allowed Robert to do as he does. EL and SF were the only parties to speak against 
a change of the system, as they did not think that Robert depicted a general problem in the 
system, and that the sanctions currently possible were sufficient. 
 
Furthermore this public contestation of the social contract also displayed that some of the 
political parties, when addressed with the matter of Robert expressed a different attitude, 
towards the cash beneficiaries and the social contract, than what was expressed internally, 
at the respective parties annual meetings and thus was their political conception of the 
matter. 
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These inconsistencies can be argued to be due to the influence of the media and their 
agenda setting of the issue. Furthermore this agenda setting influence of the media can be 
thought to be a part of the reason why this case with Robert in the first place gained so 
extensive political attention as his insignificance in a macroeconomic perspective and poor 
representation value does not provide any evidence why he should receive so much 
attention. 
 
To conclude this hegemonic discourse will presumably lead to a reformation of the cash 
benefit system to some degree, as the hegemonic discourse matter is dominant throughout 
the majority of the parliament. 
 
9.0 Validity 
As the approach of this project is based on the epistemological standpoint of post-structuralism, 
this project wishes to include some critical reflections which have been topics of discussion in 
the writing process. 
The main self-critique, as a result of the epistemology, is the complexity which is entailed in the 
approach. In essence this critique centers on how language and the structures in language are 
a vastly complex and have a large scope. Furthermore this project’s relatively large data sample 
size stresses the argument of complexity. However due to the thorough analysis of these, the 
authors of this project still believe that the conclusion and findings are valid. It is innately a 
discussion of an investigation method that includes such a large scope which forms the 
foundation of the critical reflection on the choice of epistemology. 
 
Another point of critique is that of the relativistic character of post-structuralism, since the 
approach is very dependent upon the wording for instance and furthermore the small changes in 
the utterances of politicians. This might pose a potential pitfall as emphasizing a point, which by 
the sender of that utterance, does not hold any significance or could simply be a mistake. 
Critical discourse analysts, especially in consideration to Fairclough indicate that politicians and 
the media are very meticulous with their utterances, and often the materiel has been edited 
multiple times to showcase only their version of the meaning. This would limit utterances that 
are irrelevant or wrong. However this does not entirely disregard the argument of post-
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structuralism as relativistic and thus still stands as a legitimate critique of the epistemology 
behind this project. 
 
In consideration to physical world, there is a critique of the lack of emphasis on people and the 
objects which hold meaning to them. Meanings, which are perhaps not always expressed 
through discourse but still hold value. The counter argument from a post-structuralist point of 
view, is that if it holds value then there is a discourse which somehow involves this aspect. It is 
however some factors which are unobservable in the critical realist ontology and thus there is a 
consideration to this aspect incorporated in the philosophy of social science behind this project’s  
critical discourse analysis.   
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